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. Send £3 to the address below and 
_recaive 12 issues of the paper. 
Make cheques or POs payable to 
Workers Power and forward to: 
Workers Power, 

BCM Box 7750, London, 
WC1N 3XX. 

WORKERS POWER is the monthly paper of 
the Workers Power group, fraternal org- 
anisation in Britain of the Irish Work- 
ers Group. Copies available also from 
the TWG at the address below 


We Need 







Your donations 


In order to continue and improve the 
printed form of Class Struggle the IWG 
must raise funds for the purchase of 
costly typesetting equipment. So we are 
appealing to you for donations to our 
fund for Class Struggle - £1, £5, £10, 
whatever you can send us, The daily 
more and more urgent need for the buil- 
ding of the nucleus of a revolutionary 
workers Party requires considerable 
financial resources without which the 
work simply cannot go on. We do not he- 
sitate to urge it as a duty on all who 
understand the need for such a party to 
at least contribute financially. 


Make cheques or postal orders payable to 
"Class Struggle" and address them to: 

J. Larkin, c/o 12 #£Langrishe Place, 
Dublin l. 






issue Sand 9 

The practical difficulties of going 
over completely to the present printed 
form of CLASS STRUGGLE from duplicated 
form has been mainly responsible for 
the very long delay in bringing out the 
current double issue at a -time when 
the resources of the IWG have been very 
stretched by the production of special 
bulletins, leaflets, conference docunm- 
ents during the whole critical period 
of the H=Block struggle since the end 
of last summer. 








In this double issue of its journal! 
the Irish Workers Group draws up a bal- 
ance sheet of the H=Block Campaign iz 
two separate articles dealing with th 
first hunger strike and its lessons fo! 
the campaign and then the second hunge: 
strike up to July 1980. Central to th 
two articles is the alternative strat: 
ezy argued by the IWG within the camp- 
aign since it began, 


What the elements of that alternativ 
strategy are and how it is linke: 
to the perspective of the revolutionar;: 
socialist programme for Workers Powe: 
Ls set out in the action programme be: 
ginning on page £, a programme whos 
2lements were openly argued within th 
sonferences of the Campaign by the IW 
against the opposition and often bur. 
eaucratic censorship by the leaders o 
the Campaign and their left apologist: 
in the Peoples Democracy and League fo. 
a Workers Republic and Socialist Work 
ers Movement, 


Answering the arguments of thes 
centrist Left groups and exposing thei: 
real record is an essential part o 
drawing the lessons of the struggle i: 
such a way that the best militants ca 
be won to the building of a genuin 
revolutionary Trotskyist party. 


The depth of the economic crisis 0 
capitalism and imperialism in Ireland 
the collapse of all official trade un 
jon resistance in the Six Counties an 
the sellouts in the South are the focu 
of the article beginning on page 27. 


A year of opportunism in the figh 
for women's liberation is reviewed i 
the article beginning on page 3l, 
year in which the Family Planning Ac 
was implemented, the Right to ' Choos 
group was lauched and yet in which i 
was the bourgeois women's-righters wh 
held the stage. 


A major background article on Polan 
is the principal international featur 
in this issue. Also there is a revie 
of the tasks confronting the black wor 
king class in the newly independen 
state of Zimbabwe, | a 








GENERAL ELECTIONS 





BUILD AN ALL- IRELAND 








The results of the Irish el- 
ections represent a significant 
blow by sections of class con- 
scious Irish workers against 
their exploiters and oppressors, 


DESPITE the fact that a bour- 
geois election is above all an 
instrument perfected by the 


capitalist class to destroy the 


key socialist principle that 
the self-activity, self-organi- 
Sation and self consciousness 
of the working class is the 
only basis for advancing its 
interests in order to achieve 
state power and socialism; 


DESPITE the fact that the elec- 
tions followed a period of set- 
back after setback on all 
fronts of the economic and pol- 
itical struggle against the 
policies of the employers and 
their Fianna Fail Government; 


DESPITE all these it is beyond 
any doubt that the Irish ruling 
class has suffered a severe, if 
temporary, blow to their hopes 
of forming the kind of stable 
procapitalist regime so desper- 
ately needed by them to launch 
a major attack on the Irish 
working class and its living 
standards, 


The hopes of the capitalist 
bankers, financiers, employers 
and big farmers, and their int- 
ernational imperialist backers, 
rest on such an offensive solv- 
ing the mounting economic and 
financial consequences of their 

own crisis-ridden System of 
‘production for profit, at the 
expense of a largely passive la 
bour and trade union movement. 
“he result of the election has 


( 


hey face a period of intensi-— 
ring and sharpening resistance 

struggle without such a 
itical regime at the helm of 
vernment, and a deepening of 


nomic, social and political 
st. The absence of such for 
ong has not only establish- 
he Southern 'Free Statet as 

paradise of imperialist in- 
festment and superprofits, but 
-so made it the bulwark of 
British imperialism in the div- 
ision of the nation, the op- 
pression of the anti-Unionist 
minority in the North and the 
paralysis of the Irish working 
class, 
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ANTI-IMPERIALIST 
PARTY OF LABOUR 


And it is in relation to the 
national question that the res- 
ult of the election is even 
more a blow against the Irish 
ruling class, For not only has 
it produced conditions favour- 
able to a resurgent anti-capit- 
alist resistance in the South 
at a time when the national 
struggle has reached its most 
critical point of mass support 
and intensity since 1972, but 
also the vote for the fi Block 
Candidates revealed the exis- 
tence of a growing anti-capit- 
alist and anti-imperialist 
layer of workers and youth in 
the Southern State, 


Connolly 


The importance of this for 
revolutionary socialists cannot 
be overemphasised, Here is the 
most concrete evidence yet that 
after sixty years of Partition 
sections of the Irish working 
class are overcoming the pro- 
found political paralysis which 
is the tragic legacy of liquida- 
ating the independent proletar- 
lan anti-imperialist traditions 
of Connolly and Larkin into the 
forces of Free State "national- 
ism" and Labourisnm, 


The economic, social and 
cultrual developments of the 
past 30 years within the South- 
ern State have given birth torew 
and vital layers of the working 
moved into action 
by the epic heroism of the 
hunger strikers, are becoming 
more and more clear about’ the 
political need to locate the 
roots of superexploitation and 
misery of the f[rish working 
Class within the imperialist 
capitalist division of the 
Irish nation. As a consequcnce, 
for the first time since James 
Connolly's death, real working 
class forces exist who are in- 
creasingly open to the argument 
for a new all-Ireland Party of 
Labour and the trade unions - a 
Party which will as a matter of 


principle establish its prog-. 
ramme aS anti-imperialist and. 


as the rock on which to - build 
itself into amass 32-County 
anti-capitalist and socialist 
movement, 





Me Nd Dew, 











The emergence of such a 
Party in the coming period of 
struggle on all fronts could 
quickly have the effect of re- 
Shaping the mould of Irish pol- 
itics in a way favourable to 
the fight for socialism and 
workers! power in Ireland, 


The need for such a party 
now and the possibility of 
building it in the coming crit- 
ical struggles has been further 
underlined by the familiar 
spectacle of the Labour Party 
once again joining hands with 
the exploiter to aid the class 
enemy in his hour of need 
against the exploited and op- 
pressed in Ireland, Even the 
obvious fact that more and more 
workers had abandoned the Party 
in the election and voted for 
H=Block candidates, and the al- 
most automatic certainty that 
another period ina Coalition 
government will destroy their 
own party machine completely, 
couldn't abate the naked greed 
for power at any price of the 
disgusting Labour Party leader- 
ship. 


More importantly, however, 
the same facts make little im- 
pression on the so-called ‘left 
Opposition! around Michael D, 
Higgins and the Militant tend- 
ency who in their parliament- 
ary cretinist "opposition! to 
the sellout going on in front of 
their eyes still continued to 
plead their loyalty to ‘this 
corpse whatever the decision of 
the June 28th Party Conference, 
In this they showed themselves 
even more unprincipled than the 
Party leaders who at least made 
no pretence that they are other 
than a bunch of power-craving 
opportunists, Clearly revolu- 
tionary socialists can expect 
little support for the fight 
for a new Party from that quar-’ 
ter. 

(Even less can support be 
expected from their erstwhile 
bedfellows Noel Browne and “the 
SLP whose undemocratic expul- 
Sion of the IWG for our attempt 
to force it to publicly support 
and fight for Political Status 
-as it was mandated to do by an 
SLP COnference = registered it 
finally as just another bank- 
rupt Free State parliamentary 
reformist party incapable of 
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turning outwards to the stru- 
ggles of workers and building 
from there.) 


H BLOCK CAMPAIGN 


Thus it is inevitable that 
any initiative in posing the 
question of the need for a new 
party -of labour must be taken 
among the forces of workers and 
youth mobilised in the hunger 
strike from Derry to Waterford, 
Dundalk to Galway. In particu- 
lar the network of shopstewards 
in Dundalk, Drogheda, Waterford 
Aughinish, Derry, Belfast etc. 
who have been in the vanguard 
of workers! action around the 
H-Blocks must be persuaded of 
the possibility of organising a 
series of regional conferences 
around the country to find out 
the general level of support 
for such a Party from the ranks 
of workers and youth. Ideally 
the building of a mass workers- 
based anti-imperialist front on 
H-Block.(as fought for over the 
years by IWG as an alternative 
to the present pan-Catholic 
Nationalist Front which has 
liquidated the all-too-belated 
fight for workers action in the 
campaign) would have created 
the milieu for raising the mes- 
tion of building a new 32-Coun- 
ty Party of the trade unions 
even more sharply, and made the 
possibility of achieving it 
even more likely. Within the H- 
Block Campaign the fight for 
workers! action with the goal 
of a General Strike must be in- 
tensified, The re-launching of 
the fight for workers' action 
must be undertaken independent- 
ly if necessary. The decision 
of the H-Block Trade Union con- 
ference on May 3lst to wait for 
National Conference to be ‘re- 
convened to establish this per- 
spective has, as the IWG pred- 
icted at the T.U. meeting, led 
only to a criminal waste of 6 


weeks and two more deaths of 
hunger strikers - Joe McDonnell 
and Martin Hurson - 2 period in 
which no fight whatever was en- 
gaged by the campaign to mobil- 
ise the forces which the elect- 
ion results eyen on their own 
show massive evidence of among 
the working class, 


Fne method argued for dy vane 
IWG against the Centrists no 
cover over the bankruptcy of 
the National Committee would 
also bring to the fore the 
forces among whom the question 
of the need for a new anvi-in- 
perialist all-Ireland workers 
party could be raised by revol- 
utionary socialists and tne 
steps could be outlined to make 
it a reality as soon aS [bO0SS-= 
ible, The opportunity created 
for this by the matchless cour- 
age of the hunger strikers and 
the action of Irish workers 
must not be squandered if tne 


& 


socialist Left in Ireland wish 
to break out of the cruel cul- 
de-sac imposed by Partition on 
the Irish working class and on 
the fight for socialism, 


lf IWG's motion was adopted 
to recall the National Confer- 
ence and go ahead independently 
with the fight for workers act- 
ion as part of the election 
campaign and to further organ- 
‘ise in Waterford, Dundalk and 
Drogheda etc. the workers and 
youth to establish an indépen- 
dent workers-based campaign, we 
would now be in the position of 
having identified and preserved 
the best and vital forces that 
alone can be the basis fora 
strategy that can win Political 
Status and open up the road of 
struggle to end Partition, 


Moreover such actions would 
have placed the trade unionists 
in the campaign in a . stronger 
position to force the H-Block 
leadership to recall the whole 
movement's Conference in order 


to transform the basis of the. 


campaign and put the fight for 
a General Strike at its very 
centre, Whether or not the lea- 
ders recalled the conference we 
would have clearly established 
whether or not they were ser- 
ious about learning the lessons 
of the campaign's tragic fail- 
ures so far but at the same 
time would have brought togeth- 
er the key forces that can re- 
found the campaign on a new 
basis and with a new direction. 


The H-Block/Armagh Committee 
of Sinn Fein, PD, clergy etc. 
seems to forget that the death 
of a hunger striker is a defeat 
no matter how many votes he got 
in the factories and streets 
if the forces of mass struggle 
are not being built to make 
certain that no more will die, 


Continued from p.15 


THE QUESTION 
OF DEFENCE 


At the recalled H-Block Conference 
on 25th January, motions were forbid- 
den on anything other than the five de- 
mands. PD’s O’Hare and Doherty were 
instrumental in defending this anti- 
democratic device, and operated the 
most bureaucratic methods to prevent 
any challenge toit. -Finally,anIWG~ 
resolution on the need to prepare and 
build defence squads tied to mass work- 
ing class industrial action, as the only 
means of dealing with all the inevitable 
attacks of the loyalists, British army 
and RUC was opposed by Peoples Demo 
cracy. Yet during the hunger strike, PD 
produced a bulletin in which the follow- 
ing appeared under the title, “‘If a hung- 
er Striker Dies.... Our Response”’:— 

‘Therefore it is essential that a de- 

fence organisation based on youth 

be constructed within the H-Block/ 

Armagh campaign to : 

* ensure freedom of the streets 

* safety of marches, pickets, occu- 

pations etc. 

* safety of the homes of relatives, 

campaign activists, etc.” 

(“Socialist Republic” Hunger Strike 

Bulletin No, 2) 


So again the whole question of de- 
fence is raised as something we must 
deal with when the masses themselves 
spontaneously mobilise on the death of 
a hunger striker, even though four 
members of the campaign had been 


‘murdered, and countless instances of in- 


timidation were occurring daily. Rather 
than raise the question of self-defence 
during the hunger strike as a necessity 
if a real mass movement of workers 
was to be built, PD deliberately refrain- 
ed from doing so precisely because by 
raising concretely the question of self- 
defence, they would have shattered the 
pacifist National H-Block committee. 
Ofcourse MacAnulty, like everyone else 
knew that if a striker died the masses 
would go on theoffensive in spite of all 
the pacifist nonsense preached by PD 
generally. PD felt safe raising the issue 
for a contingency situation of mass 
but uncontrolled rioting, the respon- 
sibility for which would have rested 
firmly with those who persistently de- 
fended the mistaken perspective of the 
campaign. Their attitude to the crucial 
issue of self-defence proves that this 
campaign can solve none of the pro- 
blems which it itself raises. 





POLITICAL STATUS - 
STRATEGY FOR 
VICTORY ! 


1 POLITICAL STATUS NOW 


The roots of the stalemate in the Six 
Counties since Bloody Sunday lie in 
the failure of the revolutionary 
nationalists and socialists to relate 
tactically to the tactical switch of 
British Imperialism in making conces- 
sions such as the proroguing of Stor- 
mont. The Republican movement, 
instead of realising the absolute need 
to maintain and strengthen the active 
involvement of the masses, continued 
blindly with the military campaign in 
the belief that victory was imminent. 
With the inevitable cost in innocent 
lives and hideous injuries that the 
bombing campaign could only mean, 
aimed as it was at economic targets in 
cities, towns and country villages, the 
anti-Unionist masses North and South 
were rapidly driven to the sidelines, 
first in incomprehension and then in 
apathy and demoralisation. 

Operation Motorman smashed 
through the barricades of Derry and 
Belfast without any resistance, then 
the SDLP as part of the power-sharing 
Executive set up by Sunningdale, 
supported the prosecution of rent and 
rates strikers, again with no resistance. 
The Southern Coalition government of 
Fine Gael and Labour actively went on 
the offensive against the Republican 
movement, gaoling and torturing on 
the basis of anti-democratic legislation 
with hardly a murmur from the work- 
ing masses in the trade union move- 
ment. The authorities North and 
South had thus managed to drive deep 
divisions into the once united masses. 

It was precisely in this context of a 
beleaguered, demoralised and passive 
anti-Unionist working class faced with 
relentless lifting, brutalising and fram- 
ing by the Imperialist murder machine 
that the British government took the 
decision in 1976 to remove Political 
Status which had been won in con- 
ditions of mass resistance five years 
previously. 

Success for the British government 
im criminalising those who are in fact 
prisoners in a war fought since the 
1969-73 mass revolt of the minority 
population would mean the most 
significant triumph for all the imperial- 


ist and capitalist forces determined 
since 1969 to screw the lid of Partition 
back down on the Irish working class. 
Victory, on the other hand for 
those demanding Political Status 
would mean not only prisoner of 
war status and the recognition of the 
right to armed resistance but also the 
continual existence and legitimacy of 
the struggle of the anti-Unionist 
working class against the Northern 
State since 1969, The challenge 
thrown down by the British govern- 
ment to the republican and socialist 
forces in Ireland, therefore, was in 
effect whether such forces could 
rebuild a mass movement of support 
for Political Status capable of both 
winning that demand but also in the 
process creating the basis both to 
smash the whole arsenal of legal, 
political and military repression and 
anti-democratic legislation and to 
destroy the very existence of the 
Northern State and Partition itself. 
Therefore the Campaign must 
publicly and explicitly state its objec- 
tive to be for POLITICAL STATUS. 
While we are not opposed to people 
taking part for humanitarian reasons, 
it must be understood that the fight to 
defend republican fighters, whatever 
the criticisms socialists and trade 
unionists have of their tactics and 
methods, is above all a working class 
fight against imperialism and its 
creation—Partition. Anything less 
permits the humanitarian clergy, 
Fianna Failers and others to poison 
that fight with hypocritical pacifism 
which is a weapon of imperialist 


capitalism aimed at disarming our class _ 


in the struggle. Such pacifism and 
humanitarianism provides room for 
manoeuvre for the SDLP, Churches 
and Fianna Fail to sabotage the 
struggle by identifying with and using 
its “human rights” arguments to propa- 
gandise against the political essence of 
the anti-imperialist struggle. “Weeks of 
prayer” and “days of mourning” allow 
them to divert and defuse the spon- 
taneous anger of the masses against 


the murder machine of British imperial- 


ism, as in the aftermath of Bloody 
Sunday and in the period up to last 
Christmas and the end of the first 
hunger strike. 


2 GENERAL STRIKE NOW! 


As the IWG alone has argued for over 
four years in all the campaigns 
organised around the fight for Political 
Status and against repression, the most 
basic practical lesson to be learned 
from the whole struggle is the absolute 
necessity to place at the very centre of 
the Political Status struggle the strategy 
of mobilising in action the anti- 
Unionist working class and the 
Souther working class. 

The only social force in Ireland 
whose material interests can never be 
compromised with imperialist capital- 
ism is the class enemy of British 
Imperialism—the brish working class. 
Indeed the whole meaning of Par- 
tition was above all to paralyse the 
Irish working class, the most powerful 
enemy of British Imperialism, by 
imprisoning it, divided, between and 
within two reactionary clericalist 
states in Ireland. 

The five humanitarian demands and 
the perspective of endless marches and 
rallies leading nowhere put the central 
focus on moral protest and the appeal 
to middle class liberals, churchmen, 
town councillors etc in the illusion 
of affecting the “‘conscience” of 
imperialism and its allies. After four 
years of protest marches, rallies, 
resolutions and appeals all geared to 
publicity getting the blanketmen were 
forced to resort to hunger strike 
because those methods had failed! 
Nothing underlines more clearly that 
the need all along was and still is to 
build workers’ action against the 
Imperialists—hitting at their capitalist 
profits with strikes, sit-ins, and indus- 
trial action of all forms North and 
South. 

Beginning with the industrial action 
of anti-Unionist workers every tactic 
must be used to spread the action in 
solidarity throughout the Six Coun- 
ties and to the South. For this purpose 
it is clear that token days of action will 
not suffice alone. Unless we have the 
clear class perspective of an indefinite 
General Strike Now the workers will 
not be convinced that their strike 
action is the key but is only one more 
token act of protest, and the British 








ind Irish governments, though undoub- 
‘edly uneasy at workers’ action, will 
not submit. Therefore, the campaign 
must loudly and clearly state its central 
goal to be the fight for a General Strike 
Now to win Political Status and to 
place the central emphasis of all its 
work and resources on the mobilisa- 
tion of workers in industrial action 
towards this goal. 

The fight for the General Strike 
Now especially means placing clear 
demands on the labour movement 
leadership. While in no way holding 
back for these bureaucrats to act, 
unless the demand is openly raised all 
along on those leaders to call out a 
General Strike indefinitely until 
victory, then the labour and trade 
union leadership is likely itself to take 
the initiative in calling “days of pro- 
tdsit” precisely to head off the milit- 
ancy in the event of wide scale spon- 
taneous action. Was this not precisely 
their role in riding along with the 
massive but short lived action of 
workers after Bloody Sunday? Was it 
not their instinctive response to the 
srowing threat of strikes about taxation 
in the South? 


—— nnn 


3 BUILD COUNCILS 
OF ACTION 


In order to prepare widespread 
coordinated action both North and 
South in the factories and to mobilise 
the communities solidly behind that 
action, there must be built Councils of 
Action made up of delegates elected 
from the workplaces and factories, 
from the political organisations, 
tenants associations, women’s groups, 
students, youth and the unemployed. 
These must be genuine democratic 
bodies not hamstrung by handed- 
down restrictions artifically 

designed to preserve a ‘humanitarian’ 
face, bodies genuinely responding to 
the needs of the struggle. 

With such organisation as the com- 
mon goal of all the existing forces, the 
fragmentation of the campaign into 
“seneral” committees, “trade union 
committees’, “youth committees’”’ all 
separated, can be overcome and the 
new forces mobilised around each new 
action can be quickly drawn into the 
campaign and have their own delegates. 
Thus the action of workers as the lead- 
ing force will not be separated from 
but swelled and sharpened by the 
mobilisation at the same time of the 
important forces of anti-imperialist 
youth as well as all other sections, in a 
collective fist of mass working class 
power. Only in this way can a real 
working class based mass movement be 
built in struggle in the process of demo- 
cratically and collectively facing the 
tasks and obstacles confronted by it 
on al! sides as the struggle develops. 








UNION LEADERS MUST 
MAKE STRIKE ACTION 
OFFICIAL! 


RECALL THE ICTU AND 
LABOUR PARTY 
CONFERENCES! 


The bureaucrats of the labour move- 
ment, acting as lieutenants of the 
bosses in the workers movement and 
as brokers interested only in preserving 
their own secure role, are in [reland 
North and South the agents of Imper- 


_ ialism. Thus they take the side of the 


British, the Unionists and the SDLP 
against the insurgent minority in the 
Six Counties and against the Republican 
anti-imperialist fighters. 

In doing this they cover themselves 
with appeals to preserve the-kind of 
“trade union unity” which for 50 years 
has bent before every threat of the 
Orange State and fattened itself on 
career salaries and respectability while 
the workers, Catholic and Protestant, 
suffered the ravages of Western 
Europe’s worst wages, worst housing, 
worst emigration and the systematic 
discrimination against the Catholics. 


Nevertheless, in the absence of any 
rank and file fighting alternative, such 
leaders of the labour and trade union 
movement control the apparatus of 
the workers’ organisations and still 
command for themselves from many 


tens of thousands the loyalty of 
‘workers to their organisations. In 


other words, they conzro/ the power 
of the organised workers movement. 


Therefore, these leaders must be 
brought under the hammer of demands 
placed by workers taking action to 
win Political Status—the demand 
firstly that they defend \from_.victimisa- 
tion any worker striking in solidarity 
with the prisoners. In this way is posed 
most immediately the fight to make 
official the industrial action of every 
group of workers democratically 
deciding to come out in support of 
Political Status. Demands on the trade 
union bureaucracy must be placed 
most sharply on the Northern Ireland 
Committee of the ICTU, but simul- 
taneously on the whole Congress of 
which the NIC is a Partitionist section 
directly presiding daily over the sub- 
ordination of the unions to the Orange 
State, As such the NIC is also a power- 
ful obstacle to raising within the 
Congress as a whole the question of 
the Northern State, Partition and 
Imperialism, because the bureaucracy 
actively uses its “autonomy” to pre- 
vent any accountability to the all- 
Ireland trade union movement of the 
record of the Northern Committee. 
Thus this separate committee must be 
abolished. 









FOR A LABOUR AND 
TRADE UNION INQUIRY! 










ABOLISH THE 
SEPARATE NORTHERN 
COMMITTEE OF 
CONGRESS! 







Placing demands on the trade union 
and labour movement leadership, and 


_ fighting for a leadership capable of 


carrying out the mandates of the rank 
and file, means fighting to. reconvene 
the Congress and the Labour Party (so- 
called Party of the Trade Unions) in 
Special Delegate Conferences to 
urgently formulate fighting policies for 
the struggle. We must fight for these 
conferences to be only for /ay delegates 
directly accountable to the rank and 
file and to have all their decisions 
binding on the officials. The fact that 
the whole labour movement leadership 
and all its hack supporters and minions 
in the Communist Party and Sinn Fein 
The Workers Party are 100% opposed 
to such a call does not change the fact 
that without such a fight to reconvene 
the leading conferences of the workers 
movement no attempt to place 
demands on the leadership can be 
treated seriously in itself (e.g. pickets 


at union offices) by the large sections 


of workers yet to be persuaded. 


The enemies of the anti-imperialist 
struggle who masquerade as socialists 
in the unions, especially Labour Party, 
Militant Group, CP and SFWP 
followers, have made great capital out 
of the “humanitarian” pretensions of 
the H-block/Armagh Campaign by 
contrasting such pacifist sentiments 
with the military actions for which the 
Republican fighters have been gaoled. 
In this way they seek to obscure with- 
in the movement the real essence of 
the struggle just as the Imperialists 
and the bourgeois media lie and mis- 
represent the struggle publicly. 


In order to deal with such mis- 
representation and to sharpen and 
carry forward the struggle within the 
labour movement, it is necessary to 
carry on the fight for a Jabour and 
trade union inquiry into repression, 
into the Diplock system and the issue 
of Political Status—a demand first 
raised in the Trade Union Campaign 
Against Repression by the [WG in 
1977. Such an inquiry must be fought 
for so as to ensure that no restrictions 
are set on the scope of the questions 
to be raised, that its activity be fully 
accountable to the delegates of the 
rank and file. In the battle against the 
CP and SFWP supporters of British 
Imperialism such a demand has an 
important cutting edge as it poses 
independent working class action and . 
anti-bureaucratic rank and file veto. 





5 DIPLOCK COURTS 
OUT NOW! 


BRITISH TROOPS 
OUT NOW! 


Consistently since the H-block cam- 
paign began the IWG argued against 
limiting it to a single issue. The estab- 
lishment of it on that limited basis 
only strengthened the emphasis on 
humanitarianism by obscuring all of 
the anti-democratic repressive features 
of the legal system and the Diplock 
Courts. This “conveyor belt” system 
which continued to feed the prisons 
remained unchallenged even while 

the political status campaign went on. 
So that, despite boasts of concessions 
for the prisoners the machinery for 
locking up more anti-imperialists was 
still fully intact. 

Failure to raise this demand also 
lets slip a chance to pin down those 
such as the trade union bureaucrats 
who, in attacking the Political Status 
campaign, nevertheless had to concede 
in their statements that the system of 
putting them away was undemocratic. 
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Therefore, to give the action of the 


masses further direction and cutting 
edge the campaign must extend its 
stated goals to include an ending of 
the Diplock Courts and emergency 
legislation. 

Similarly, in the illusion of support 
from liberals which was never seen in 
action, the demand for BRITISH 
TROOPS OUT NOW was refused any 
place in the stated goals of the cam- 
paign by People’s Democracy and the 
Sinn Fein lefts who engineered it. Yet 
it is the presence of British Troops 
which underwrites the whole apparatus 
of legal repression and H-blocks. With- 
out clearly stated goals explicitly 
fought for by a mass campaign the 
allies of imperialism will remain in a 
position to divert the struggle with 
concessions which will preserve the 
system as a whole, It is necessary as 
the struggle advances to connect up 
the immediate demands with the 
central concrete demand without 
which the struggle as a whole cannot 
go forward: British Troops Out Now, 
es Disarm and Disband the RUC and 

R. 
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(c) Demand that Fianna Fail stand 
over the right of the anti-Unionist 
working class to defend themselves in 
arms from the attacks of RUC, UDR. 
British Army and loyalists by the 
following: 


(i) release all anti-imperialist 
fighters from Southern prisons: 
(ii) withdraw all troops and 
police from the Border; 

(iii) cease all arms expenditure: 
(iv) abolish Special Courts and 
emergency legislation; 

(v) open the arsenals to the 
forces of the anti-imperialist 
United Front and the labour 
movement as the only real defen- 
ders of national independence 
and freedom. 


No less sharply, the SDLP must be 
made the object of demands which 
challenge its hold over large sections 
of anti-Unionist workers by forcing it 
to join in the mobilisation of the anti- 
H-block/Armagh forces. Crucial to 
this tactic, which is necessary only 
because of the special position as an 
obstacle within the anti-Unionist 
population which the SDLP holds, is 
for the forces mobilised to hammer 
that party with the demand to expli- 
citly call for Political Status, for an 
end to the Diplock Courts Now and to 
withdraw all cooperation with Imper- 
ialism immediately particularly by 
withdrawing all its representatives 
from local government bodies. 

Thus, rather than allow the 
treachery of the SDLP to continue 
within the anti-Unionist population as 
an agent of British Imperialism, this 
party must be smashed by demands on 
it by mobilising all the workers and 
small farmers who look to it, putting 
it to the test in the only way that can 
expose it in practice. 


c(i) to c(v) above were 
directed at Fianna Fail 
in Government, 


Derek Speirs / Report 





IMPERITALIST RULE AND UNEMPLOYMENT 
GAOL FOR THOSE WHO RESIST NOR 


6 HAMMER THE SDLP 
AND FIANNA FAIL! 


A danger for the campaign, increased 
by the illusions spread by Peoples 
Democracy, lies in the political hold of 
the SDLP and the Fianna Fail govern- 
ment over large sections of the anti- 
Unionist and Southern working class, 

a position which they preserve by the 
claim to stand for a United Ireland. 
even while selling out the anti- 


‘imperialist struggle, viciously repress- 


ing its activists (in the case of Fianna 
Fail) at every point. Under pressure of 
growing mass support for the hunger 
strikers the SDLP and FF government 
expressed “humanitarian concern” so 
as to maintain the sympathy of their 





followers while working to sell out the 
fight for political status. These bour- 
geois nationalist and capitalist parties 
must be put under the hammer blows 
of clear demands from the forces of 
the labour and anti-imperialist move- 
ment. Such demands will break the 
illusions of the masses in them because, 
we believe, those parties will never 
take up the demands of the struggle. 


(a) Demand that Fianna Fail 
explicitly call for Political Status for 
the prisoners. Calls such as PD’s “Off 
the Fence” are meaninglessly vague 
and will allow these experienced 
traitors easy escape. 


(b) Demand that Fianna Fail 


immediately cease its talks with 


.British Imperialism. 


7 FOR AN ANTI- 
IMPERIALIST 
UNITED FRONT! 


BUILD 
DEFENCE SQUADS! 


The mobilisation of the masses for 
Political Status and against repression, 
the British Army, RUC and UDR, 
makes necessary the building of a 
mass united front of republicans, 
‘workers and socialists committed to 
common action and permitting full 
freedom of propaganda and criticism 
to the political groups involved. This 
is the opposite of an alliance cobbled 
together on the basis of a “humani- 
tarian”’ pretence in which all the 
serious questions of strategy and 
tactics and orientation are ruled out 
‘in advance! 











It can only have a meaning 
if it is built on agreement on the major 
demands and action goals that are 
made necessary by the realities of the 
struggle, e.g. Political Status, Troops 
Out, Industrial Action. 


Such a mass anti-imperialist United 
Front, mobilised and centralised 
through democratic Action Councils, 
must, on the basis of democratic dis- 
cussion by all the forces involved, 
create its own armed united front, 
developing out of the already urgent 
need for defence squads and body- 
guards to defend the meetings and 
militants of the campaign of whom 
several have been murdered and many 
arrested and charged. Armed Repub- 
lican fighters must be mobilised as a 
part of the armed United Front 
defence squads. 


The insidious pacifism of the 
National Committee led it to capitulate 
to the Southern State when they 
blocked the route to the British 
Embassy; it led to its treacherous 
kow-towing to the RUC bans on 
marches all to keep “on the right side” 
of the liberals and humanitarians. Thus 
it deflated the militancy of the masses 
from the very beginning of the hunger 
strikes. It is this which produced a 
downswing in the response to the 
second hunger strike. Such pacifism 
must be opposed by organising among 
workers the physical defence and solid 
organisation of demonstrations fully 
prepared if necessary to physically 
defy the enemy. 


Failure to address the question of 
its own defence and the building of 
an armed United Front would leave 
the movement no means of dealing 
with the inevitable attacks of loyalism 
and the British Army other than to 
rely on the elitist militarism of the 
IRA which cannot be adequate to the 
needs of an insurgent population 
mobilised through a General Strike - 
and which is not under the control of 
the organs of mass struggle—Action 
Councils and the United Front. 


In the situation of a General Strike 
deepening and becoming more solid 
it will be necessary for the defence of 
the Six County minority to force the 
Southern government and army to 
open the arsenals to provide weapons 
of defence and to relate to that army 
with a set of tactics and demands to 
split it on class lines and, through the 
building of soldiers’ councils, to win 
sections of the army over to the anti- 
imperialist movement in a situation of 
incipient civil war. , 


8 


8 FOR A REVOLUTIONARY 
CONSTITUENT 
ASSEMBLY! 


Such a mobilisation, arming itself 
against the attacks of the British 
Army, loyalism and against their 
abetters—the police and army of the 
Southern State, must inevitably con- 
front Partition not only in a fight to 
destroy. the Northern State but also 
the other half of Imperialism- 
Partitioned Ireland. 


Such a struggle, therefore, needs as 
its focus the demand for an ALL 


. IRELAND REVOLUTIONARY 


CONSTITUENT ASSUMBLY with full 
legislative and executive powers. With- 
out this demand as its clear focus and 
with its meaning sharply spelt out, the 
struggle for national unity and indep- 
endence, the struggle against Imperial- 
ism, instead of opening up the road 
for the overthrow of imperialist 
capitalism politically, socially and 
economically, would be diverted into 
a cul-de-sac by the SDLP and Fianna 


-Fail who are prostituted to imperialism 


by the profit lust of their backers and 
lare: therefore incapable of carrying 
through the struggle for national 
liberation. 


Therefore, as a means of channell- 
ing the aspirations for national unity 
and independence into a further 
deepening of the class struggle against 
imperialism (military, political and 
economic) the fight for anall-Ireland 
Constituent Assembly must be taken 
up independently through the organi- 
sations of the working class to convene 
it directly. 


In raising the demand for the Con- 
stituent Assembly as the means of 
carrying forward the struggle against 
imperialist capitalism and simultan- 
eously cutting against the constant 
attempts of the bourgeois nationalists 
of Fianna Fail and SDLP to contrive 
ever new forms of compromise with 
imperialism (Haughey-Thatcher talks, 
Convention 1976, Sunningdale 1974, 
O’Neill-Lemass talks 1965, .. . back to 


Partition itself); it will be necessary to 
demand and spell out clearly in the 


struggle what must be the programme 
and tasks of the Revolutionary Con- 
stituent Assembly: 


(a) As its programme the Revolu- 
tionary Constituent Assembly must 
carry through the struggle for national 
liberation and the ending of the 
oppression of the nationalist minority 
in the North by driving out all imperial- 
ist troops and dismantling and dis- 
arming the RUC and UDR; dismantling 
all the apparatus of government, 
courts, etc which institutionalise the 
whole system of terror and oppression 
against the nationalist population. 


(b) As its programme the Constituent 
Assembly must carry out the complete 
separation of Church and State and 

the abolition of the Churches’ feudal 


power: expropriate all Church wealth, 


lands, control over hospitals and 
institutions; secularise all the schools; 
introduce democratic rights of contra- 
ception, divorce and abortion on 


‘demand. 


(c) Asits programme the Revolu- 
tionary Constituent Assembly must 
implement all those measures necessary 
to relieve the working class and small 
farmers from the oppression and super- 


exploitation suffered under economic 


imperialism: 
(i) expropriate foreign capital 
in Ireland and provide for 
workers control in industries 
thus taken over; 
(ii) cancel all foreign debts 
and transfer the whole burden of 
taxation from the shoulders of 
the workers and the poor to the 
rich; introduce a steeply progres- 
sive income tax—including on 
middle and large farmers; 
(iii) nationalise all banks and 
financial institutions without 
compensation to the owners and 
under workers control; 
(iv) seize all under-used and 
foreign-owned land, distributing 
it in congested areas; cheap 
credit,to small farmers and incen- 
tives to cooperative farming; 
(v) fora massive house build- 
ing programme and other useful 
public works and social services 
to employ all the jobless at trade 
union rates; for a 35-hour work- 
ing week; expropriate under 
workers control all enterprises 
threatening redundancy or 
closure; 
(vi) for equal pay for women 
and equal access to employment, 
provision of free creches, 
adequate child maintenance 
allowances; 
(vii) for a national minimum 
wage and full compensation 
automatically in wages for rises 
in the cost of living; 
(viii) expropriation of all sec- 
tarian employers; 
(ix) free secular comprehensive 
coeducation for all up to the 
highest level; secular youth 
control of all youth clubs. 


(d) The Revolutionary Constituent 
Assembly must establish full free 
elections by universal suffrage and 
freedom of speech and the press. It 
must be fought for with the clear 
awareness that the Southern Constitu- 
tion, its Dail, Presidency, Senate and 
Council of State must be abolished as 
institutions not of “partial national 
freedom” but as the apparatus of social 
oppression in the other half of Par- 
titioned Ireland, the anti-democratic 
clericalist Southern State. 


(e) No quarter must be given to any 
attempt to dilute the sovereignty 
demanded for such a revolutionary 
Constituent Assembly. Not an inch 
must be conceded in any way to British 
Imperialism by way of “‘guaranteeing” 
or “supervising” any “‘settlement”’; 

no special guarantees of “‘seats” or 
positions reserved for Unionist repre- 
sentatives; not an inch to be conceded 
to any form of federalism (not least 
the Four Dails of “Eire Nua”), but 
instead a freely elected Constituent 
Assembly on an all-Ireland basis to 
establish national unity and independ- 
ence through which the class struggle 
against imperialist capitalism and its 
local collaborator class can be 
sharpened for a fight to the finish. 


(f) The revolutionary Constituent 
Assembly must dissolve the Standing 
Army of the South into the armed 
citizens militias. 


Only in the context of the fight for a 
Constituent Assembly around such a 
programme directly taking up the 
material needs of the working class 
forces leading the struggle and uncom- 
promisingly challenging the Southern 
clericalist state as well as the Six 
County Unionist state and demolish- 
ing them, only that fight can begin to 
break large sections of the Protestant 
working class to the side of the anti- 
imperialist struggle. 


9 FOR A WORKERS AND 
SMALL FARMERS 
GOVERNMENT! 


The building of a mass anti-imperialist 
United Front involves the mobilisation 
of all the organisations of the working 
class and other oppressed sections, 
centralised through Councils of Action 
and mobilising all the force of a - 
General Strike and armed insurrec- 
tionary action against the two states 
North and South around the demand 
for a revolutionary Constituent 
Assembly as a key tactic in the fight 
for a 32-County Workers State. 


While establishing their own power 
locally through the organisation of 
defence and supplies and services in 
the General Strike, such councils, 
centralised nationally in the organs of 
the United Front, must address the 
question of what kind of government 
can carry the struggle forward. 


In the conditions of growing mass 
struggles led by rank and file organs 
such as Action Councils and the 
United Front, the Irish bourgeoisie 
and imperialism will resort increasingly 
not only to physical terror but also 
will utilise the illusions in bourgeois 
democracy still held by hundreds of 





‘thousands of the working masses. With 
the help of their allies in the trade 
union and labour movemeut leadership 
they will desperately seek to divert 

and defuse the struggle by attempts to 
form a left-sounding government of 
“all the people”’. Such a government, 
if formed, would seek as its chief target 
to destroy the organs of mass struggle 
of the rank and file as a precondition 
for imposing an imperialist and capital- 
ist solution to the crisis of their system. 
To counter this, revolutionary Trotsky- 
ists therefore, must argue and figlit for 
the creation of a WORKERS AND 
SMALL FARMERS GOVERNMENT 
comprising deputies from all the 
parties of the working class, small 
farmers, deputies put forward by the 
mass Organisations, unions etc. This 
will be a United Front government 
whose programme will stand over 
every gain of the masses in struggle, 
will begin to dismantle all the apparatus 
of oppression (police, courts, judiciary) 
in order to disarm the bourgeoisie, 
break up its armed forces and above all 
arm the organisations of the workers 
and small farmers. Such a government 
must nationalise without compensa- 
tion all the capitalist enterprises and 
banks and all foreign-owned capital, 
guaranteeing control by the workers. 


Such a Workers government on 
such a programme opens up the road 
to the revolutionary overthrow of the 
capitalist system under the hammer 
blows and demands of the masses in 
struggle. Such a transitional govern- 
mental programme will be rejected and 
opposed by any forces within the 
mobilised masses which are still tied to 
the interests of the bourgeoisie and 
Imperialists. If actually taken up, the 
living experience of such a government 
whether in a parliament or not would 
educate the masses in the need for 
totally new forms of direct rule of the 
working class itself and put to the 
severest test all the existing claimants 
to leadership of the class, 
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10 BUILD A. 
REVOLUTIONARY 
TROTSKYIST PARTY! 


“The General Strike paralyses 
the economy of the country but 
also the power of the State 
which remains suspended in mid 
air. [t must either subjugate the 
proletariat by famine and force 
and constrain it to set the appar- 
tus of the bourgeois state again 
in motion, or retreat before the 
proletariat. Whatever may be the 
slogans and motive for which the 
General Strike is initiated, if it 
includes the genuine masses, and 
if these masses are quite resolved 
to struggle, the General Strike 
inevitably poses before all the 
classes in the nation: who will be 
master of the house?” 

L Trotsky 


The basic condition, however, for this 
transformation of the General Strike is 
the leadership of a Revolutionary 
Trotskyist Party—that is a party built 
on the basis of the lessons and methods 
hammered out in struggle by the 
revolutionary Marxist workers’ move- 
ment, a party centred on and Jed by 
the best and most politically class 
conscious workers, 

Towards the building of such a 
party every chancesof revolutionary 
regroupment must be grasped now and 
in the battles ahead. 

While the United Front against 
imperialism is objectively necessary, 
and while the struggle may pass througl 
the route of a coalition of workers’ 
parties and organisations in a Workers 
and Small Farmers Government, the 
Revolutionary Trotskyist Party argues 
its own revolutionary communist prog- 
ramme clearly and independently at 
all times in front of the masses, under- 
standing, as the working class move- 
ment has learned in blood, that only a 
mass working class internationalist 
party in the tradition of Lenin and 
Trotsky can be relied upon to carry 


out the tasks of the anti-imperialist 


struggle to their historic conclusion. 
The Irish Workers Group along with 
Workers Power Group in Britain are 
dedicated to the building of such an 
international party. 

Recognising no limits in advance to 
how far the working class may go 
when it takes up and leads the anti- 
imperialist struggle, the Revolutionary 
Trotskyist Party fights for the strategy 
of Permanent Revolution, Thus, 
starting with the democratic struggle 
for national unity and independence 
today, the working class brings under 
its leadership all the anti-imperialist 
and oppressed forces in the nation and 
leads them on to the overthrow of 
capitalist class rule by establishing a 
dictatorship of theproletariat based on 
armed workers councils; that is, the 
WORKERS REPUBLIC, as a step to 
international socialism. 








LESSONS OF THE 


FIRST HONGER 
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On December 18th, after 53 days on 
hunger strike, the seven republican pris- 
oners decided that the 34-page docum- 
ent, belatedly produced by Humphrey 
Atkins, contained enough concessions 
to warrant calling off the protest with 
dignity, at the same time saving the life 
of Sean McKenna. When the British 
authorities reneged on their “agreement” 
all the prisoners resumed the “blanket”’ 
and “dirty’’ protests, announcing that 
a new hunger strike would begin on Ist 
March. These developments, flowing 
from the end of the first hunger strike 
reveal clearly that British imperialism 
and its pro-capitalist allies—Haughey, 
Hume and the Catholic Church—achieved 
a significant political and propaganda 
victory over the prisoners and the cam- 
paign built to support them. For it is 
now beyond a shadow of a doubt that 
while Thatcher did indeed concede real 
demands under the growing threat of 
mass disruption on a 32-County scale if 
one of the prisoners died, she neither 
conceded all of the 5 demands, nor, 
more importantly, was the key issue of 
the struggle—Political Status—recognised. 
The protest was “‘settled” as far as the 
British and Irish governments, and the 
public in general, were concerned within 
the explicit terms of the campaign’s own 
humanitarian demands for prison reform. 
The prisoners still remain “criminals” as 
far as the ruling classes are concerned. 


The Irish Workers Group place no 
responsibility on the prisoners for this 
state of affairs, and whatever our crit- 
icisms of the Provisional I.R.A.’s strat- 
egy and tactics, we remain in complete 
admiration for the prisoners’ matchless 
and inspiring courage in defence of an 
anti-imperialist principle. However we 
do place full responsibility on the 
Smash H-Block campaign, and in part- 
icular Sinn Fein, the IRSP and People’s 
Democracy, the major architects and 
defenders of that campaign. For even 
after the weaknesses of the campaign 
had been clearly exposed by the way in 
which Thatcher and her cohorts in the 
Irish ruling class had out-manoeuvred 
the campaign and the prisoners in Dec- 
ember last, these three organisations, 
aided and abetted by the so-called Trot- 
skyists of the League for a Workers Rep- 
ublic, made certain that, at the recall 
conference on January 25th this year, 


there would be no clear calling to account; 


no balance sheet of the whole campaign 
as a crucial first step to building a ren- 

ewed campaign with the best tactics and 
strategy for a real and complete victory. 


The Irish Workers Group, alone on 
the Irish left, have argued consistently 
during the four years of the RAC and 
Smash H-Block Campaign these two cen- 
tral points— 

(i) Without the propaganda, agit- 

ation and intervention of the 

campaign being directed at involv- 
ing anti-unionist workers for the 
goal of strike action, North and 

Souin, then, no ma:‘e; how many 

marches wr rallies anu protests 

occurred, the campaign would 

lack the real power and force to 

hit directly at the vital capital inter- 

ests of imperialist capitalism in 

Ireland—the surest means of deal- 

ing a real blow at the roots of the 

whole system. That this analysis 
was fundamentally correct was 
proven completely by the decis- 
ion of the prisoners, after nearly 
four years of such a campaign, to 
embark ona hunger strike, At 

the January 25th conference 

Gerry Adams of Sinn Fein acknow- 

ledged that it was the campaign’s 

failure that had, indeed, brought 
about the hunger strike. 


(ii) The decision of the Green Briar 
conference in 1979 to establish 
the basis of the campaign to be 
humanitarian support for five 
specific demands for prison reform 
threatened to obscure completely 
the political essence of the 
struggle, namely that the prison- 
ers were in gaol for their involve- 
ment as soldiers in an armed 
struggle against British imperial- 
ist forces in Ireland. (The confer- 
ence was told that the five dem- 
ands could be taken to mean 
either simply prison reform or 

as amounting to political status, 
depending on how one wished to 
view it!) 


The decision to base the campaign on 
humanitarian appeal was put forward by 
Sinn Fein, and supported by the IRSP 
and Peoples Democracy, in the belief 
that it would broaden the campaign be- 
yond the RAC’s confused mixture of 
‘‘armed struggle” and “human rights” 
rhetoric. We argued then and ever since 
that such a humanitarian platform, ap- 
pealing to the notion of human rights, 
would play directly into the hands of 
all those reactionary forces in Ireland 
who wanted to destroy the legitimacy 
of the anti-imperialist armed struggle in 
the name of a poisonous and hypocrit- 
ical pacifism—such pacifism is a major 


weapon of the ruling classes everywhere 
to dupe and befuddle the masses into 
compliant acceptance of their own war 
plans and preparations. We further poin- 
ted out that such a platform would, ult- 
imately, offer the British and Irish ruler: 
the room for manoeuvre needed by 
them, if the situation began to reach 


crisis point. 


The whole history of the campaign, 
including the hunger strike, has shown 
our analysis to have been borne out corm 
pletely. Not only has the campaign per- 
mitted Fathers Faul and Murray—two 
reactionary Catholic nationalist priests— 
to speak regularly from its platforms 
about the prisoners ““human rights”’, 
while on other platforms they quote 
Pope John Paul to show that the IRA 
have been condemned as murderers— 
(vilators ofjthese same “Shuman rights’’)- 
but likewise, a whole host of “‘respect- 
able” middle-class Catholic lawyers, sol- 
icitors, councillors and constitutional 
nationalist politicans, and a whole bevy 
of Trades Council bureaucrats and off- 
icials, have added their voices to suppor 
for the five demands—all qualified imm- 
ediately by their “strictly humanitarian 
concern’”’ and the ritual condemnation 
of the “‘men of violence”. Typically 
only one Trades Council ever called for 
or supported any action by workers as 
a means of winning the demands. 


Even Fianna Fail was able to get in 
on the act, with Minister Ray McSharry 
feeling safe enough to mount a H-Block 
platform with a few other Fianna Fail 
councillors to mouth a few hypocritical 
platitudes, while his party’s government 
continued, unimpeded and relentlessly, 
to collaborate with the prisoners’ gaole1 
‘in destroying the very organisation to 
which the hunger strikers belong. Simil- 
arly, the odious Sile DeValera was able 
to cynically use the campaign’s weak- 
nesses by successfully invoking the pris- 
oners’ struggle and sacrifice at the Don- 
egal bye-election to get a fellow Fianna 
Fail collaborator with imperialism elec- 
ted; illustrating, for anyone with eyes t 
see, except the gullible in Sinn Fein, the 
IRSP and People’s Democracy, that eve 
under their very noses, Fianna Fail coul 
play the “Green Card” with impunity. 


After a year of this kind of “support 
and with a perspective adopted at H- 
Block Conferences in Dublin in Septem 
ber 1980 of appealing to the American 
Senate and the United Nations, it be- 
came increasingly obvious that, while 





verbal support for the prisoners’ struggle 
had grown, the campaign was completely 
adrift on a sea of humanitarian pity. In 
addition, and as a consequence of this 
perspective, a whole chain of-connect- 
ions linked the campaign, directly and 
indirectly, through Fathers O’Duill, Faul 
and Murray to Bishop Daly and Cardinal 
O’Fiaich who were, in effect, the cam- 
paign’s “‘secret”’ negotiators-cum-diplo- 
mats; the latter ““eminences” being, of 
course, linked in turn to the SDLP’s 

Joh n Hume and Fianna Fail’s Charles 
Haughey. It came as no surprise, then, 
that this network and chain of command 
became the effective negotiating body 
as the hunger strike developed and that, 
as Bernadette McAliskey admitted after 
the hunger strike, they became the “gu- 
arantors” of the settlement. 


The pathetic calls by the H-Block 
campaign leaders to these “guarantors” 
to demand that Britain act on her “pro- 
mises” underlines for all to see, the ess- 
entially pan-Catholic nationalist and pac- 
ifist bloc which defines this campaign. 

It is unfortunate that, despite the fact 
that workers’ action belatedly became a 
part of the campaign during the hunger 
strike, the campaign has been re-launch- 
ed without learning any of the key less- 
ons Of its failures. We head into a new 
hunger strike with the campaign still tied 
to the apron strings of the clergy and 
the “humanitarians”, and, through 
them, to Fianna Fail and the Catholic 
Church. And this despite the heady 
rhetoric about workers’ action that is 
now so popular in the speeches of Sinn 
Fein and People’s Democracy spokesper- 
sons! 


THE HUNGER STRIKE AND THE 
LESSONS OF MASS ACTION— 
THE GENERAL STRIKE 


In this section we analyse the devel- 
opments of the struggle as it intensified 
during the hunger strike. In particular, 
we wish to show how the politics and 
methods of the Irish left and the repub- 
lican movements were wholly inadequate 
in dealing with the developing mass action 
on the streets; were utterly incapable of 
offering any coherent tactics or strategy 
that indicated the possibility of extend- 
ing actior into « fight for the general 
strike; and, simu'‘taneously how they 
tailed to prepare workers politically and 
militarily for an assault on both the state 
and class powers in Ireland. 


It is necessary first of all to state 
briefly what was:the perspective of the 
left and republicans before the hunger 
strike, As they were all opposed to any 
direct call for workers’ action, or any 
attempt to mobilise rank and file work- 
ers in preparation for tha ‘goal, they all 
shared the perspective of the National 
Trade Union Sub- (sic) Committee. This 
amounted to attempting—in the most 
timorous, cautious and routine manner— 
to get resolutions passed through bran- 
ches and Trades Councils, largely with a 
view to the Irish Congress of Trade 
aa conference in Belfast during July 
I 
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At the Green Briar conference in 
Belfast in June 1980 the Irish Workers 
Group argued for strike action to be pub- 
licly stated as the goal, and prepared for 
urgently—however small the beginnings. 
We were opposed by ail the centrists— 
Peoples Democracy, League for a Work- 
ers Republic and the Socialist Workers 
Movement—and by the republicans, on 
the grounds that it was “too early”’ to call 
on the rank and file for strike action and 
yet too late to re-found the campaign on 
the basis of organised workers, None of 
the centrist groups made any mention in 
their leaflets of the need to make strike 
action the goal of the campaign, even 
though all their leaflets lamented the 
growing stagnation of the campaign. 


The Irish Workers Group has never 
opposed the need to get resolutions 
through union branches and Trades Coun- 
cils—that is an elementary duty of all 
socialists and serious trade union milit- 
ants as part of the fight for action. But, 
in view of the fact that at the inaugural 
Green Briar Conference in September 
1979, IWG resolutions and calls for 
strike action to be the publicly declared 
goal of the campaign and to be worked 
for among the rank and file as the means 
of getting it as quickly as possible were 
opposed by the very same people for the 


reason that it was “‘too early”; sc. we 


were justifiably sceptical of claims that 
the motion-passing and bureaucrat-court- 
ing “phase” would ever lead to some rea/ 
action by workers. After six months of 
their own “perspective’’, those who had 
Opposed us were complaining about the 
stagnation it had led to, 


At the June 1980 Green Briar confer- 
ence, we argued for the Trade Union sub- 
committee to prepare and call for strike 
action to coincide with the ICTU con- 
ference in Belfast, warning that the pet- 
ition and the Waterford resolution for a 
trade union enquiry into the H-Blocks, 
while valuable, would be buried without 
debate by the ICTU bureaucrats, which 
is precisely what did in fact happen. 
Once again we were Opposed by the cen- 
trists and the “lefts” of the republican 
movements. At a public meeting in Derry, 
Fergus O’Hare (PD), member of the nat- 
ional Trade Union Sub-committee and of 
the National Smash H-Block Committee, 
argued against IWG proposals to Organise 
factory-gate meetings with a view to 
drawing in rank and file trade union 
members to begin building real workers 


action, O’Hare encouraged the committ- 


ee to go on putting all its efforts and ac- 
tivity into getting the Derry Trades Coun- 
cil to pass a resolution, and presented a 
glowing account of the “impact” such 
resolutions would have on the ICTU con- 
ference. The IWG stated that on this per- 
spective of the National Trade Union 
Subcommittee there would never be 
strike action called by that body, and 
that it would be left to workers them- 
selves to spontaneously act first—which, 
effectively, is what did happen. 





THE HUNGER STRIKE 


Even when the hunger strike began, 
the perspective of the Trade Union Sub- 
committee remained the same—cautious- 
ly continuing with their ‘master plan” 
of resolution passing. No calls for any 
kind of action by workers emanated 
from the spokespersons of the committ- 
ees. In Derry and Dublin, the IWG con- 
tinued to fight, against the Opposition 
of the left and the republicans, for strike 
action to be made a priority to set the 
ball rolling. Two weeks into the hunger 
strike, there was still no public lead from 
the campaign in spite of the fact that 
workers in Derry had spon taneously 
struck in several factories, and that the 
political temperature was rising daily as 
several big marches and rallies had taken 
place. 


In Derry it was the IWG that success- 
fully argued in the H-Block Trade Union 
Committee that its one-eyed focus on 
getting the Derry Trades Council to 
organise action by workers on the basis 
of the-humanitarian resolution it had 
passed in July was wasting valuable time 
that should be spent in Organising those 
who would give a lead—the rank and file 
sections-of whom had already walked 
out of their factories on the first two days 
of the hunger strike. (As predicted by 
the IWG, when the Derry Trades Coun- 
cil were approached they would not even 
permit discussion on the matter). On the 
basis of this the Derry committee organ- 
ised a public meeting of all the rank and 
file workers it had contacted and others 
interested. The ceting was a success, 
with workers from about twenty factories 
attending. These workers were Clearly 
prepared to act, but in most cases believ- 
ed that one day of action would suffice. 
The IWG argued that it was crucially 
necessary to avoid the trap of believing 
that one day alone, even across the 32 
counties would be sufficient to save the 
prisoners and win their demands—we 
must prepare for and build a general 
strike, the key to victory, 


It was necessary, we argued, that 
action must be taken which could be 
extended in time and place in order to 
mobilise as quickly as possible the whole 
6-county anti-unionist working class in 
a series of rolling strikes, which would be 
the means of spreading the action effec- 
tively to the South. To do this it was nec- 
essary to set up, in every factory, work- 
ers’ committees with delegates represent- 
ed in a central strike committee, to be- 
come &s soon 4s possi5le a 6--ounty wide 
committee—the political cna organisat- 
ional centre for extending the strike 
action towards the goal ofa 32-county 
general strike—while demanding that the 
ICTU both call a general Strike and back 
all action by the rank and file. 


Many of the Derry workers at these 
meetings instinctively agreed with the 
perspective, but expressed doubts about 
whether their fellow workers in the cir- 
cumstances of unemployment, closures, 
short-time working, the hostility of man- 
agement and the approach of Christm- 
as, would respond. Suth views were per- 
fectly understandable, and it was clear 
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that the IWG perspective would not have 
commanded majority support—although 
the chairman’s inability to organise ag- 
endas and proper standing orders allowed 
an informality which worked against 
serious and open political discussion to 
fully explore the issues—a feature of most 
republican: dominated meetings. What was 
significant was the opposition of Derry’s 
so-called “left”, in particular the IRSP 
who made a habit of agreeing “‘in prin- 
ciple” with most of our motions, only 

to vote against them on the grounds that 
it was always “‘too early’. Similarly, 

time and again the group around the 
Derry Strike Committee chairman, sin- 
cerely but wrong-headedly, effectively 
encouraged the most cautious and timid 
approach by the workers. 


The meeting took a decision on the 
need for action as soon as possible—with- 
in a week as proposed by the [WG. This 
decision was vetoed by the Derry H- 
Block Action committee—a feature 
which indicated the developing tension 
between the organisational structure of 
the H-Block campaign, with its separate 
committees, and the new and powerful 
forces of workers’ action trying to enter 
the campaign. Clearly, the Derry strike 
committee, representing potentially the 
growing feelings of thousands of work- 
ers, was not only more directly repres- 
entative of the mass of Derry workers 
than the Derry Action committee (set 
up before the hunger strike began and 
before the new forces of workers’ action 
were drawn into the campaign), it also 
potentially represented the most vita! 
forces yet seen in the campaign. This 
organisational structure of the H-Block 
campaign was to mean that workers’ ac- 
tion, not only in Derry but in Belfast, 
Dublin and elsewhere, was to remain 
hamstrung by the bureaucratic control 
of the National H-Block Committee which 
vetoed both action and slogans democ- 
ratically decided by workers and trade 
union activists. 


The Derry half-day strike was def- 
erred for nearly a fortnight—and crucial 
and criminal waste of time, and respon- 
sible in large measure for encouraging 
passivity and the feeling among workers 
that it would take a death in the prison 
to bring out everyone. The next strike in 
Derry was exactly one month later—and 
another 30 days of hunger strike. The 
left and the republicans never seriously 
challenged the workers’ feelings; in 
effect they were still waiting for the 
workers to show them what to do— 
rather than give the bold lead for clear 
goals that was so urgently demanded by 
the youth, the best militants, and by 
the growing gravity of the situation. 


In Dublin Trade Union subcommittee, 
the IWG argued for a call to go out for 
sympathy action in the South, stating 
that Derry workers were already acting 
and others should therefore be called 
upon to do likewise, On November 30th 
the night after the [WG had successfully 
argued in Derry for strike action to be 
organised there for November 5th, the 
IWG argued in the Dublin H-Block 
Trade Union committee for a resolute 
and open call for industrial action to 
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go out from the committee, arguing 
that the spontaneous action of workers 
in Derry had shown the way forward. 

We were opposed by the League for 
a Workers Republic, (Healy, Dempsey, 
Corcoran) the Peoples Democracy 
(J. Monaghan) and the Socialist Work- 
ers Movement (K. Allen), all chorusing 
that it was still “‘too early”? and that 
“it might be a flop’? which would only 
discourage others. The.1WG asked, and 
continue to ask, what about all the 
‘‘nreparations’ of the past year; the 
resolution-passing and bureaucrat- 
courting of trade union officials — 
were these gentlement not “prepared” 
enough to act instead of mouthing a 
few platitudes ? What was the value of all 
this “softly, softly” approach to the 
trade union bureaucrats when the 
chips were.really down? 

The plain truth of the matter is that 
these ‘‘socialists” were frightened that 
their calls would be met with silence 
from the rank and file — and they were 
entirely justified in these fears, for it 
was they who for four years had argued 
that it was ‘“‘too early” to go to the 
rank and file and fight for action. No 
wonder they now feared that the rank 
and file would not listen to their calls. 
No wonder they now pleaded, as the 
hunger strike crisis mounted daily, 
that it was still ‘‘too early’’, knowing 


that what they meant in fact was that 


they feared that it was now foo late to 
call upon the anti-unionist workers and 


expect anything but their contempt. 


Yet even in this “‘assessment’’, events 
were proving them hopelessly wrong, 
the spontaneous movement and action 
among workers in the North, especial- 
ly in Derry and Belfast, showed clear- 
ly the potential that existed and cried 
out for unambiguous, bold leadership. 
But these befuddled centrists and re- 
publican “lefts” were hampered by 
more than their own timidty and con- 
fusion! 

Their opposition also revealed that 
they had no idea of how to buildstrike 


action. For these centrists who had 


squandered four years of precious time, 
it was predictably either all or nothing. 
They were stricken with the fear that 
unless they could get a massive turnout 
immediately, the bourgeois media 
(whose coverage they saw as the focal 
point of the campaign up until now) 
would have a field day in presenting 
the campaign and the hunger strike as 
a flop. They had no conception of how 
to approach even the most limited 
form of action or of how to build on 
it. 


They wanted to wait to see what hap- 
pened in Derry before risking any calls 
to action. As it happened, the Derry 
action was very large and militant — 
though it suffered from a lack of dir- 
ection directly attributabie to the Nat- 
ional ieadership of ine campaign and 
to the cluelessness of these same‘‘social- 
ists’’. 


Only the IWG distributed leaflets 
outlining a strategy for the general 
strike and the tactics necessary to build 
for it, Further immediate action in 
Derry was sabotaged by the stupid de 
ion of the Derry Strike Committee lead 
ers, and among them the IRSP, adjourn 
the post-march meeting of nearly 100 
workers (after merely taking their 
names) till five days later when only 
15 workers turned up. 

In the wake of the Derry march, the 
centrists and the republicans were sud- 
denly “‘convinced” of the key role of 
strike action and the possibility of get- 
ting it. The League for a Workers Rep- 
ublic, in particular, represents the most 
vivid example of Trotsky’s description 
of centrism as characterised by unstabl 
zig-zagging from one point of extreme 
to another. For having refused, throug! 
out the campaign right up until the 
fourteenth day of the hunger strike, to 
countenance a call to prepare for strik 
action, Paddy Healy, after a visit to 
Derry, was suddenly converted to the 
belief that we were now in a revolut- 
ionary situation, and began to hyster- 
ically invoke a general strike without 
the slightest guidance or direction in 
his organisation’s bulletins and leaflets 
about how to build for it — other than 
demanding it as an ‘‘act of god”’, 

All the priceless lessons of struggles 
of millions of workers in every period 
of mass struggles have taught Trotsky- 
ists, through the writings of Luxem- 
bourg, Lenin and Trotsky, that the ger 
eral strike is the key insurrectionary 
slogan of the revolutionary strategic 
programme for power, raising, as it 
does, the tactical and organisational 
questions of Action Councils (Soviets. 
the United Front and, above all, the 
armed self-defence of the masses in 
action. 

“The entire history of the working 

class movement proves that every 

general strike, whatever the slogan: 
under which it occurs, has an inter. 
nal tendency to transform itself in- 
to an open revolutionary clash, int 
direct struggle for power. In other 
words: the general strike is not pos 
ible except under the conditions 0: 
extreme political tension, and that 
is why it is always the incontestab! 
expression of the revolutionary ch: 
acter of the situation. ...... The 
leaders of the proletariat must un- 
derstand this internal logic of the 
general strike, unless they are not 
leaders but dilettants and adventu 
ers. Politically this implies that fro 
now on the-leaders will continue t 
pose before the proletariat the tas! 
of the revolutionary conquest of 
power. If not, they must not vent- 
ure to speak of the general strike. 
But by renouncing the general 
strike, they renounce thereby all 
revolutionary struggle ......... 
(Trotsky — ‘‘Programme for the 
'rench Revolution” , 1935-6) 








Clearly, the situation in Ireland had 
not, by any stretch of the imagination, 
objectively reached that point. Clearly 
the mass of anti-unionist workers in the 
the North were increasingly restive, as 
the response to the strike call in Derry, 
the size of marches and rallies etc, re- 
vealed. Clearly the death of a hunger- 
striker would raise the possibility of 
a Spontaneous general strike of the maj- 
ority of workers in Ireland, major street 
clashes with loyalists, the RUC and 
British army in the North, and in the 
South with gardai and the army also. 

It was obvious that the hunger strike 
was bringing large sections of the mass- 
=s spontaneously to the sharpest point 
of conflict for years, thereby raising ob- 
yectively the whole question of Partit- 
son, imperialism, and the capitalist ar- 
rangements in both states. It was cruci- 
ally necessary, therefore, for revolution- 
ary Trotskyists to argue and fight for 

a programme and strategy in order to 
develop the sharpest tactical forms of 
independent mass working class strugg- 
le and self-activity, A programme of 
strategy and tactics that challenged at 
every point the grip of the trade union 
leadership, bourgeois and petit-bour- 
geois nationalists and the Catholic 
Church on the masses in Ireland, focus- 
sing it through the strategic goal of the 
general strike on to the path of work- 
ers’ power in a 32-county republic. On- 
ly in this way could the objective and 
spontaneous forces, emerging as the 
crisis developed, be harnessed con- 
sciously to realise their own internal 
and dynamic logic, unique to class met- 
hods of struggle, and be prevented, if 
possible, from spending itself out be- 
hind the purely militaristic tactics of 
the revolutionary nationalists. 


SINN FEIN 


The role of Sinn Fein in the hunger 
strike bears considerable scrutiny in the 
light of claims by the so-called “‘left- 
wing”’ of that organisation to have ser- - 
iously recognised the need to build a 
mass working class movement in the 
fight against imperialism. In the last 
edition of “Class Struggle” we carried 
an analysis of the Sinn Fein “left” and 
concluded that, in spite of the left 
rhetoric of “Republican News’’, no 
fundamental difference existed within 
SinnFein about strategy. All remain 
convinced of the need for the military 
and bombing campaign to be continu- 
ed, in spite of all the lessons of the 
past ten years. Those lessons indicate 
clearly that without the masses active 
in struggle, the military Struggle /and 
in particular the bombing cam paign) 
waged by the Provisionals is increasing- 
ly counter-productive to the political 
tasks of building an organisation 
around a programme which could take 
up simultaneously within the anti- 
unionist and Southern working class 
all the facets of imperialist capitalism 
in Ireland — unemployment, low wag- 
es, inflation, the oppression of women 


13 


the attacks of the bosses on public ser- 
vices and social welfare, etc. Clearly, 
Sinn Fein have learned none of the cen- 
tral lessons of the Five-year, H-Blocks 
campaign, throughout which they, 
amongst others, built and steadfastly 
maintained, pacifist fronts rigidly re- 
stricted to single issue campaigns. 
Against this, all the evidence of the . 
five-year struggle shows that it was ne- 
cessary to build a correct mass work- 
ers based united front, which couid not 
only fight and win Political Status, but 
inthe process could also be the means 
of defence-in-arms against attacks by 
loyalists, the RUC and British army on 
the campaign itself. | 

Instead, having participated in the 
building of the H-Block campaign 
where during the hunger strike the real 
potential of workers action was at least 
illustrated, the Republican movement 
in the face of attacks on the campaign’s 
leaders, resorted to isolated armed as- 


‘Sassinations of token Unionists and to a 


a full-scale bombing campaign. Such 
actions bear no relation to the needs of 
either the anti-unionist masses or the 
prisoners, who need another mass cam- 
paign which will challenge directly the 
interests of imperialism and which will 
be the basis for defending the gains 
won. Both the masses and the prisoners 
need such a campaign built quickly. 
This campaign would demand that the 
Provisionals call off their bombing cam- 
paign because it is a diversion which 
strengthens the enemy and weakens 
the struggle to achieve workers’. action; 
‘at the same time it would demand 

that the INLA and the IRA would put 
their weapons and all their resources 

at the disposal of the United Front of 
workers, socialists and republicans. 


LEAGUE FOR A WORKERS 
REPUBLIC 


At the Trade Union Sub-committee 
National Conference on 16th Novem- 
ber, the Irish Workers Group and LWR 
motions were carried to make workers’ 
action the key force of the campaign and 
and the General Strike its goal. Also car- 
ried were motions from the IWG and 
the Derry Strike Committee to recal] 
the National H-Block Conference (ie 
having power to elect a new leadership 
for the new forces now entering the 
struggle) and to make Political Status 
the explicit demand of the campaign. 
Sinn Fein and Peoples Democracy op- 
posed all of this, and were directly res- 
ponsible through Fergus O’Hare (PD) 
and Paddy Bolger(SF) for getting all of 
these undemocratically vetoed and bur- 
eaucratically suppressed by the human- 
itarian National H-Block Committee. 
Once again the real and democratic 
forces for workers’ action were to con- 
tinue to play second fiddle to a com-. 
mittee elected in a far from democrat- 
ic manner months before the hunger- 
strike began, and which had rejected, 
at conference after conference, the 
need and priority for workers’ strike 
action, 


The League for a Workers Republic 
(LWR) and Peoples Democracy(PD) 
and the Socialist Workers Movement 
(SWM) never made the slightest attempt 
to face these realities and tasks. The 
LWR followed the logic of PD’s lig uid- 
ationism in practice to its logical con- 
clusion when they connived with PD 
in having the slogans ‘‘For a General 
Strike” and Political Status” removed 
from the campaign’s posters for the 
National Day of Action. In yet another 
piece of centrist acrobatics, Paddy 
Healy of the LWR, justified this liquid- 
ationist line by stating that he “for one” 
did not wish to cause “disunity” over% 
mere slogan. We challenge the LWR 
membership to explain Healy’s decis- 
ion in view of the LWR’s call for a gen- 
eral strike. 


The leaflets of the LWR are an ob- 
ject lesson in how far the deranged con- 
fusion of Healy had taken over this 
whole group — endless invocation of 
the general strike, windy moralistic 
gestures to the trade union leadership 
(the very same people in whom for 
years the LWR put all their hopes of 
building a trade union Campaign), and 
empty rhetorical appeals to the mem- 
ory of Connolly and Larkin. The re- 
sult of this ultra-leftism among the rank 
and file was exactly the same as the 
LWR’s opportunism in the pre-hunger 
strike period — rank and file workers 
and trade unionists were still in effect 
being ignored, The LWR’s attitude to 
the General Strike — despite undoub- 
ted personal hard work and sacrifice 
in getting workers out for the Novem- 
ber 23rd-Day of Action — was wholly 
Surreal; it was never raised | and fought 
for by the LWR asa realistic goal, and 
prepared and built in the way the Irish 
Workers Group argued it could and 
should have been, 

It was clear that the LWR had total- 
ly abandoned any pretence of acting 
as Trotskyists with a programme and 
strategy giving leadership. Thus these 
centrists had clearly signalled their 
hopeless capitualtion to petit-bour- 
geois nationalism embodied in the per- 
spective of the H-Block Campaign ,- 


Instead of clear slogans for the 
building of Action Councils, made up 
of workplace delegates from the other 
social and political forces entering the 
campaign, in order to centralise demo- 
cratically the building and preparing 
of strike action, marches and rallies in 
a collective fist of mass working class 
power, uniting workplace and commun- 
ity 

Instead of clear slogans for extend- 
ing the struggle to take up the existence 
of Diplock Courts and repressive legis- 
lation, the British Army and the RUC, 
the clear slogans for the necessary self- 
defence of the workers-based massed 
struggle in the inevitable clashes that 
would occur and the formation of arm- 
ed united front of workers, socialists 
and republicans 











Instead of clear slogans and precise 
demands placed on the SDLP and 
Fianna Fail, the Irish Congress of Trade 
Unions and the Irish Labour Party, 
slogans and demands which could take 
the masses forward independent of 
these traitors 


Instead of clear slogans for the Con- 
stituent Assembly and a workers and 
small farmers’.government 

Instead of these basic elements of a 
revolutionary programme, we find a 
mish-mash of eclectic and vague mot- 
toes — “‘Irish unity’’, “‘For a united 
Ireland’’, ‘End the collaboration with 
imperialism’? — strewn about the leaf- 
lets of the LWR like confetti at a wed- 
ding. 

PD and the SWM were likewise tot- 
ally confused about slogans and strat- 
egy. (Neither Sinn Fein nor the IRSP 
ever seriously considered questions of 
strategy or tactics in relation to the 
workers movement and the fight fora 
general strike. For them these questions 
come a long way second to the armed 
methods of the IRA and INLA. In part- 
icular, it was evident that the IRSP 
nowhere managed to function as a co- 
herent political organisation; it simply 

_fellin behind the H-Block campaign 
with no independent politics of its 
own.) 


THE SOCIALIST WORKERS 
MOVEMENT 


The SWM, as usual, couldn’t make 
up its mind at the November 16th 
trade.union conference whether or not 
they supported the call for a General 
strike. They produced neither leaflet 
nor resolutions (other than Des Der- 
win’s suggestion about getting out a 
petition for the Irish Transport and 
General Workers Union). In the debate 
on the general strike, only one of their 
members (Kieran Allen) had anything 
to say. In true schoolteacher fashion 
he “reminded” the conference that 
the general strike always raises for re- 
volutionaries the question of power. 
Perfectly correct. But Allen, having 
thus unburdened himself and added to 
all our wisdom, promptly sat down 
without having the slightest idea of the 
relevance of his oracular remark to the 
discussion in hand. Allen left the clear 
impression that the SWM was having 
nothing to do with “‘subversive’’ ideas 
such as organising for power. The SWM 
confirmed this by voting against the 
general strike resolution. Yet, some- 
where between that conference and 
the Day of Action on December 10th 
they obviously decided that the call 
for a general strike was correct, for the 
SWM bulletin — produced after the con- 
ference — contains the call for general 
strike in several places. However, what 
remains missing completely is precise- 
ly what Comrade Allen had stated was 
so central to the general strike — the 
issue of power. 
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In none of the four pages of their 
bulletin is there a mention of the tasks 
imposed by the fight for a general « 
strike, whether it is consciously built 
for or arises spontaneously in the event 
of the death of a hunger striker. The 
SWM were incapable of putting for- 
ward any kind of clear strategy — a 
word they often have difficulty with— 
because their economistic politics are 
rooted in a chronic opportunistic fear 
of “‘putting workers off” in the immedi- 
ate struggles by attempting to link 
these immediate struggles and action 
to wider and related political questions 
and ultimately to the question of pow- 
er itself, The hunger strike was clearly. 


‘focussed on the five demands, but, as 


mass action began to develop, it clear- 
ly raised the connected questions of 
the Diplock courts etc, the British 
army and RUC etc, not, just as theoret-. 
ical issues, but as the practical tasks to 
be addressed if a successful mass work- 
ers movement was to be built and pol- _ 
itical status —.the immediate demand 

— achieved. Certainly the H-Block cam- 
paign leadership would not address 
these tasks — even the murder of four 
of its activists, and the attempted as- 
sassination of Bernadette McAliskey, 
left this pacifist front unmoved to the 
needs of defending itself, if it was ul- 
timately going to build a mass base. 


The SWM remain oblivious to all 
these issues, taking comfort in the 
follow,ing soothing abstraction; 

“The key to the whole problem lies 

in workers action. In an imperialist 
dominated country the pressure (sic) 
that can be brought to bear in a chal- 
lenge to the bosses — particularly 

in the South — will get the results.” 

(‘The Worker” Special, 1/12/80) 
There is more than just a hint here — in 
the only political strategy (if it can be 
dignified as this) mentioned in the bul- 
letin — that with a “bit of pressure’’in 
the South the bosses and Thatcher will 
give in quickly, saving Allen and Co. 
the bother of organising a general strike 
for power. This view was confirmed 
when, at the meeting of the Dublin 
Trade Union Action Group prior to 
the Day of Action (which the SWM bul- 
letin supported with.a call for a general 
strike), Allen, The SWM’s leading mem- 
ber, opposed a general strike slogan ap- 
pearing on the campaign’s posters — 
just as PD’s Fergus O’Hare had done. 
We challenge the SWM membership to 
explain this astonishing chopping and 
changing of ‘“‘central” slogans of their 
programme, which they admit raises the 
issue of working class power. 

-IWG believe that the SWM’s 
whole method of economism was in- 
creasingly unable to face the problems 
of a developing mass struggle with a 
clear and bold strategy because its con- 
fusion of the daily trade union struggle 
over wages and conditions with the re- 
volutionary programme and strategy 
that must be given to those struggles, 


‘leaves them hopelessly adrift from the 


actual living dynamic of real struggles, 
in particualr mass struggles, which con- 
tain within them the potential for a 
general strike and a struggle for power. 
Instead the “‘hairy-chested”’ workerist 
platitudes and wordy generalisations of 


the SWM’s bulletin conceal the most 


cautious and timorous tailing of all the 
petit-bourgeois and bourgeois forces 
directly and indirectly in the campaign 
—and all in the name-of “‘realism”’. 


PEOPLES DEMOCRACY 


Peoples Democracy, consistent with 
their right centrism (ie tailing the petty 
bourgeoisie) and with a whole decade 
of slippery capitulation to nationalism, 
continued to follow faithfully in the 
footsteps of the H-Block Committee’s 
pacifist “‘popular front”’ politics. The 
Belfast Trade Union committee under 


‘PD’s Fergus O’Hare had made a virtue 


out of ignoring rank and file workers 
in Belfast in the ludicrous belief that 
there were no workers in West Belfast. 


At the Trade Union Sub-committee’s 
National Conference on 16th Novem- 
ber, Belfast dockers challenged Peoples 
Democracy to explain why they had 
been ignored as a force in the campaign 
given that they had struck over the 
issue of the arrest of one of their fellow 
workers under the Prevention of Terror- 
ism Act in Liverpool, and that they had 
struck independently on the issue of 
H-Block the day before Derry. PD 
made no attempt ot answer the dock- 
ers’ criticism and refused to support 
the call for General Strike, claiming 
that it was too early — just as they had 
claimed for years that it was “too early” 
to get workers action, despite the fact 
that, at that conference, the possibility 
and potential of workers’ action was 
flung in their face by Belfast workers. 
PD’s perspective of ‘the “national re- 
volution”’ first’ repeatedly compels 
them to subordinate workers action in 
the most shameful and cunning way to 
the perspectives of the National H-Block 
Block Campaign — even though stark 
reality had underlined both the fail- 
ure of that campaign to prevent a hung- 
er strike, and the fact that only a prior- 
‘ity of workers action for the goal of a 
general strike could secure complete 
victory. It was PD who were directly 
responsible for having the Trade Union 
conference’s resolutions on the Gener- 
al Strike and Political Status suppressed 
by the campaign’s leadership. It was 
PD’s O’Hare who took responsibility, 
with Gibney of SF, for having the 
slogan of ‘‘The general strike’ removed 
from the campaign’s draft poster for 
the national Day of Action. 


In their paper (“Socialist Republic’, 
Vol. 3, No. 8) PD, in reporting the con- 
ference, omit any reference to the fact 
that they opposed the resolutions (in- 
cluding the resolution on Political 
Status), or any mention of the Belfast 
dockers’ criticism of their handling of 
the Belfast Trade Union Action Group. 
Instead they attempt to present the re- 
solutions for a general strike as some 
kind of cloudy abstraction, far away 
from the ‘coalface of reality’ of PD’s 
one-year ‘fight’ to get resolutions 
through trade union branches. Oppos- 
ing the “phantasy” of the general strike 
(in a way that completely distorted the 
IWG resolution which stated clearly 
and specifically the kind of preparation 
needed to achieve the general strike), 
“Socialist Republic” approvingly refer- 
red to the (PD-dominated) Belfast Com- 
mittee motion which called for a Nat- 
ional Day of Action as bringing a 
“whiff of reality’, to the debate, The 
substance of this “whiff of reality”, 
when proposed by O’Hare of PD was a 
national one-hour strike, which was 
laughed out of the conference as some- 
thing more closely resembling a smog 
of unreality and confusion. PD had to 
be reminded that when workers are 
moved to take action, they instinctive- 
ly want it to mean more than the emp- 
ty gestures proposed by O’Hare. Their 
motion revealed PD’s ever-cautious 
support for the most minimal and lim- 
ited forms of workers’ action, again be- 
traying how these centrists present the 
Irish working class as merely another 
“element” of the campaign and of the 
Irish nation. This finds clear expression 
in the following quotation from their 
paper: — 

“There is one element of Irish soc- 

iety that-could win a victory im- 

mediately (sic), It is, of course, the 

Irish working class, organised in 

the trade unions moving in a general 

strike to defeat the British. This 

must be our overall strategy for a 

final defeat of imperialism (sic). _ 

But it is not something that we can 

realistically put forward as an im- 

mediate tactic”, 

(Socialist Republic, Vol. 3, No 8, 

page 4) 


Apart from the quaintness of the 
style, which reminds on e of some an- 
thropologist describing the features 
of an exotic tribe in a distant country, 
nothing could underline more the slov- 
enly muddleheadedness of PD than 
this statement. For what is this state- 
ment but a clear acknowledgement of 
how their “‘strategy”’ for taking power 
— “The final defeat of imperialism” — 
is counterposed and subordinated to 
tactics for immediate goals — Politica] 
Status? Here in a nutshell is the com- 
plete abandonment of Trotsky’s and 
Lenin’s transitional method whereby 
struggles, tactics and organisational 
forms for immediate aims are linked in 
a dynamic chain of developing mass 


working class action to demands and 
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goals which necessarily arise out of 
the tempo and logic of the struggle it- 
self, and lead on to the plane of the 
strategic struggle for power. PD’s a- 
bandonment of this perspective, and the 
the consequent gulf between tactics 
and strategy, is the basis for their un- 
principled abandonment of permanent 
revolution, proletarian international- 
ism, and their opportunistic tailing of 
Irish revolutionary nationalism in all - 
its forms, 


It is this desertion of Marxist prin- 
ciple which led PD to join in support-.: « 
ing the RACs and the creation of the 
National H-Block campaign with its 
humanitarian basis, to both of which 
for five years the IWG alone counter- 
posed the workers-based united front. 
It is this desertion of Marxist principle 
which created the basis for sections of 
the Catholic Church and constitutional 
nationalists of all ilkks to use the cam- 
paign and divert it from the struggle 
not only for clear principles, but also 
away from an effective challenge to . 
the power structures of the two rotten 
imperialised capitalist states, 


And when it comes to setting the 
record straight, as John MacAnulty of 
PD claims to be doing in his article, 
“Hunger Strike Lessons’ (Socialist Re- 
public, Vol. 4, No. 1) we get this: — 

“The same weaknesses apply to 

other areas of the campaign. The 

trade union Day of Action showed 
that a substantial minority of work- 
ers were willing to take industrial 

Setter 55% sk. yet the work of 

building in this central area was left 

to the trade union sub-committee, 
and the tasks of organising were not 
taken up by the general campaign.” 

(Page 5) 

And who, the IWG asks, for four 
years (from the outset of the RAC’s 
campaign through to the H-Block cam- 
paign’s one year of fruitless activity 
which led to the hunger strike) oppos- 
éd at eveiy Coniereiive the fight by the 
IWG to make the organisation and 
strike action of workers the major 
focus of activity?®Who else but Peoples 
Democracy. 


Who, we ask, supported and built 
the humanitarian H-Block Campaign, 
with its reduction of trade union parti- 
cipation to a sub-committee besotted 
with illusions in union bureaucrats? 
Peoples Democracy. 


Who, we ask MacAnulty, introduced 
the very idea of “humanitarianism’”’ as 
a way of getting through to the “Irish 
people” in a way that not only obscur- 
ed the political essence of the struggle 
but lead also to the central involve- 
ment of the Catholic Church hierarchy. 
who were instrumental in outmanoeu- 
vering the prisoners? Peoples Demo- 
cracy. . 


Who, we ask, ordered the removal 
of the slogan for a general strike — 
democratically decided by the nation- 
al trade union conference — from the 
draft campaign posters?O’ Hare of 
Peoples Democracy. 


Who, we ask, opposed Welding the 
campaign together into collective deleg- 
ate-based Action Councils in order 
both to overcome the fragmentation 
of the H-Block Campaign and to cent- 
ralise the dey weapon of strike action? 
Peoples Democracy. 


Who, we ask, at the November H- 
Block Trade Union Conference voted 
against the right of the conference to 
debate a resolution from the Irish 
Workers Group which proposed to call 
for an end to the bombing campaign 
on the grounds that it was an obstacle 
to building the mass movement? 
Peoples Democracy. 


And who, the Irish Workers Group 
asks, carried in their paper a similar 
criticism of the whole republican mili- 
tary strategy after the hunger strike 
was over? Peoples Democracy. 


Not a word of any of this appears 
in MacAnulty’s glib apology for an 
analysis of the lessons of “‘mass action”’ 
Plenty of fine phrases about recognis- 
ing the “need for mass self-defence”’, 
and the need to build “an industrial 
army throughout the country that can 
hold the threat of massive industrial 
action over the heads of the British.”, 
after the hunger strike, when during it 
your organisation had been responsible 
for ensuring that ‘‘massive industrial 
action” would not occur. The proof of 
the pudding, comrade MacAnulty, is 
in the eating. 


So-called 
revolutionary socialists who, like PD, 
cannot face politically theliving prob- 
lems of struggle which surround them, 
must inevitably be relegated to “facing” 
them only on paper. That is a lesson 
of the hunger striké which MacAnulty 
and his fellow centrists still have to 
learn. | 
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H-BLOCK PRISONERS SACRIFICES 


DEMAND ANEW STRATEGY — 
INDEFINITE GENERAL STRIKE 
CAN WIN POLITICAL STATUS | 


"The attitude of a politi- 
cal party towards its own 
mistakes is one of the 
most important and surest 
criteria of the serious- 
ness of the party, and of 
how it fulfills in 
practice its obligations 
towards the labouring mas- 
ses, To admit a mistake 
openly, to disclose its 
reasons, to analyse the 
surroundings which created 
it, to study attentively 
the means of correcting it 
- these are the signs of a 
serious party. This means 
the performance of its du- 
ties, this means educating 
and training the class, 
and subsequently the mass- 
es, By neglecting this, by 
failing to proceed with 
the utmost care, attention 
and prudence to investi- 
gate their self-evident 
mistakes the left proved 
themselves not to be a 
class party but a circle 
of intellectuals, and a 
handful of workers who im- 
itate the worst character- 
istics of the intellectual" 
- Lenin 

"Left Wing Communism" 


The Liberty Hall conference 
of the H-Block/Armagh campaign 
on 25th January after the first 
hunger strike, despite knowing 
that another hunger strike was 
imminent, refused to allow open 


and honest debate on the les-. 


sons of the first hunger strike 
in order to build an alterna- 
tive campaign based on the pri- 
ority of mobilising workers’ 
action for the goal of an inde- 
finite General Strike. Worse, 
the conference of the Campaign 
Trade Union groups in Derry on 
16th Feb, bureaucratically sup- 
pressed this perspective in or- 
der to gain acceptance for a 
planned half-day of action on 
the 45th day of Bobby Sands' 
hunger strike, 


As the IWG argued at that 
latter conference against the 
proposers of that motion (the 
Derry Left) and against its 
supporters (LWR, PD, SWM), such 
a@ perspective was a recipe for 
further passivity among anti- 
Unionist and Southern workers 


who were in effect being asked 
to do nothing for 44 days - 7 
weeks = and a recipe for stren- 
gthening the deadening idea 
that workers' action was no 
more than a token protest 
rather than the key if mobilis- 
ed correctly to a real mass 
campaign. 


The WY -Yotelale. 
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The events of the second 
hunger strike (begun on March 
lst) have not only confirmed 
the IWG analysis in every major 
detail but also they have under 
lined for more and more milit- 
ants in the struggle the com- 
plete and utter bankruptcy of 
the campaign in the face of the 
murder of the four hunger stri- 
kers, The campaign decided at 
its Januray conference to con- 
tinue with its "strategy" of 
Winning support more and more 
from respectable liberal and 
constitutional nationalists, 
clergy etc. Not only did this 


fail completely to win any con--. 


cession or save the hunger 


strikers, but also in order to 


keep intact the campaign's all- 
iance with these respectable 
forces = even after the death 


of Bobby Sands - it has called. 


off marches, rallies and work- 
ers' action to ensure that "law 
and order" would prevail. 


Its position was spelt out 


clearly by Gerry Adams at the 


Belfast H-Block/Armagh Confer- 
ence on May 10th when arguing 
in favour of continuing to 
build what. he called the United 
Nationalist Front - a front of 
the Campaign with the forces of 
the IIP, SDIP and Fianna Fail 
structurally integrated into it 
with places reserved in the 
National Committee for the lat- 
ter-who, far from being active 
in the struggle were ‘the open 
enemies of the prisoners, 


Adams argued this against 
the growing numbers in the cam- 
paign who wanted the General 
Strike to become the goal of 
the campaign and the mobilisa- 
tion of the Irish working class 


majority to achieve it. Despite 
Adams and Sinn Fein admitting 
that the campaign had only been 
kept going by the continuing 
Bacrifice of the prisoners in 
raising the stakes against 
their jailers - the blanket 
protest, then the dirty protest 
and then death itself. Adams in 
his demagogic attack upon those 
who were calling for a new can- 
paign on a different strategy 
revealed that not only are Sinn 
Fein frightened of the question 
of workers action threatening 
the present basis of the cam- 
paign but also threatening the 
whole capitalist basis of im- 
perialism North and South, 


In this article the IWG sets 
out the major events of the se- 
cond hunger strike up to June 
and the deaths of the hunger 
strikers in order to illustrate 
the key lessons of revolution- 
ary principle, strategy and 
tactics raised in the struggle 
as the necessary understanding 
for the re-founding and re-dir- 
ecting of the campaign for Pol- 
itical Status, In particular we 
focus upon the role of the so- 
called "Trotskyists" of the LWR 
Peoples Democracy and SWM who 
have not only continued to give 
a left cover to the wholly dir- 
ectionless humanitarian road- 
block that is the H-Block can- 
paign, but also as the campaign 
increasingly brought the ‘strug- 
gle on the streets and in the 
factories to an impotent hait 


after the death of Bobby Sands, 


they sought to conceal their 
own responsibility for building 
and défending the campaign’ s 
tactics and strategy as against 
the IWG's fight at conference 
after conference to give it a 
clear political direction. 


FROM THE TRADE UNION CONFERENCE 
TO THE DAY OF ACTION ON APR. 15 


The arguments of those sup- 
perters and movers of the eget 
Conference decision (Feb, 2l 
to wait until the 45th day of 
the hunger strike before any 
workers! action would be called 


for were that it would take. 


time and patience to explain 
fully the exact details and 
circumstances of the events in 
the H-Blocks following the end 
of the first hunger strike. 


The" IWG accepted that the demo- 
ralisation and confusion were 
deep among workers in the North 
all the more so as Sinn Fein 
had held "victory rallies" in 
Derry and Belfast though they 
knew quite well that the 34- 
page document issued by Atkins 
fell significantly short of the 
prisoners! five demands and 
that Thatcher had not conceded 
political status, We did not 
accept for a moment, however, 


that this in any way justified 
the refusal of the Derry Conf- 
erence to adopt the perspective 
of calling for action as soon 
as possible, however small ini- 
‘tially, and giving it the clear 
focus of extending it for the 
ultimate goal of an indefinite 
General Strike, Only such a 
perspective, argued the “IWG, 
could avoid the dangers of to- 
kenism which had in the first 
hunger strike been responsible 
for increased passivity among 
workers, The harsh fact is, 
however unpalatable to Derry's 
Lefts, that the real reason for 
their "perspective" being adop- 
ted was that they had learnt 
the wrong lessons from the 
failure of the first hunger 
strike in which they had com- 
pletely refused to challenge 
the role that the National 4H- 
Block/Armagh Committee gave to 
workers - a merely token role 
of token protest, 


In the first hunger strike 
it had been a month between the 
first token half-day strike in 
Derry in November and the next 
half-day's action, and the 
turnout was lower on the second 
occasion, The Derry Lefts con- 
cluded that their failure to 


get extended action was because. 


they had "peaked too soon", ie, 
they had called workers out too 
early! They decided, therefore, 
that in the second hunger 
strike it would be better to 
wait until the heightening ten- 
Sion increased day by day 
to the point where getting wor- 
kers out and extending their 
action in time would be much 
easier, This view was expressed 
in an interview with members of 
the Derry T.U. H-Block Cttee 
by the SWM's paper, The line in 
this was uncritically supported 
by the SWM: 
"Ican only speak for Derry 
but we think we can get 
action again and sustain it 
better this time. Last time 
we probably peaked too soon 
and lost the initiative, 
This time we're working to- 
Wards action on Day 45 and 
then planning to keep it 
going by selective occupa- 
tions and other tactics, 
The pressure needs to be 
kept up until the very end, 


17 


The spoof from some people 
at the Conference to-day 
about General Strikes and 
all that is just garbage. 
They don't know what they- 
're talking about. But we 
think that by careful prep- 
aration we can get good 
- action and sustain it." 
-THE WORKER April "81 pe&. 


The result of this was inev- 
itable - not only was workers' 
action on the day vastly redu- 
ced throughout the whole of the 
country compared to the first 
hunger strike but it-was “much 
less in Derry and Belfast. They 
refused to give a lead or adopt 
a strategy which alone could 
mobilise workers, extend it by 
SOlidarity picketing by workers 
‘land youth and by flying pickets 
throughout the North to set off 
a series of rolling strikes as 
the ohly way to raise concrete- 
ly for Southern workers the de-= 
mand for solidarity action, The 
Derry comrades' tactic in fact 
permitted the Irish working 
class to be left leaderless and 
passive for seven weeks as Bob- 
by Sands' brave life continued 
to waste away. That tactic then 
added to the vassivity that al- 
ready existed, 


Instead of challenging this 
passivity andthe perspective 
that had produced it, the Derry 
Lefts and the other socialists 
had endorsed the continuation 
of the H=-Block Campaign's over- 
all perspective at the January 
and February Conferences, and 
sought to rely as an alter- 
native upon the objective 
circumstances of the hunger 
strike and its mounting tension 
to do the work that could only 
be done by aclear leadership 
based on an alternative politi- 
cal strategy and tactics, The 
lesson is a simple one, There 
can be no short-cuts around the 
responsibility of those who 
call themselves revolutionary 
socialists to lead the battle 
for workers! action which means 
not relying on events to do it 
for them, a recipe for demoral- 
isation and defeat, 


The consequence of the Derry 
conference decision was felt 
not only in the trade union 
section of the Campaign but 
throughout the camraign as a 
whole, For without the prosrect 
of any kind of fight for work- 
ers' action for 4&5 days, and 
with the caritalist media and 
press North and South deliber- 
ately ignoring this second hun- 
ger strike (in contrast to the 
first), it was clear that frus- 
tration and anger were growing 
among large sections of youth 
who had up until now as in the 


first hunger strike borne pat- 
iently the brunt of the attacks 
Upon marches and rallies from 
the British Army and RUC. The 
RUC sought increasingly to pro- 
woke the youth into riots and 


confrontation with the deliber- 
ate intent to destroy the cam- 
paign's ability to mobilise on 
the streets by forcing it into 
aimless rioting to discredit it 
further, In such a_ situation, 
and with the media blackout, 
Atkins and Thatcher hoped that 
as the campaign began to disin- 
tegrate the IRA and INLA would 
be forced to launch in growing 
despair amajor military and 
bombing campaign - an outcome 
which would not only undermine’ 
the last chance of building a 
32-County mass campaign on the 
Streets and factories but pro- 
vicd the army with the opportu-= 
nity to come to grips with the 
IRA. , 


Bobby Sands 


Election 





The IWG believes that the 
tactics of the British Govern- 
ment might well have had some 
Success, for as well as reject- 
ing the mobilisation of the 
working class the Campaign had 
rejected outright the IWG pro- 
posals to build ‘defence squads 
backed up by mass industrial 
action to protect leaders and 
activists and demonstrations. 
However, the . decision to stand 
Bobby Sands in the Westminster 
bye-election in Fermanagh-South 
Tyrone, and his subsequent vic- 
tory at the polls, clearly sty- 
mied British plans by bringing 
before the Irish working class 
the whole issue of the H-Blocks 
and the hunger strike, But 
while IWG called for votes for 
Bobby Sands and warmly welcomed 
his victory, we believe that 
decision of the H-Block commit- 
tee to fight the election did 
not signify a break with the 
overall tactics and perspective 
of a pacifist and humanitarian 
nationalist bloc. We believe 
that events both during and af- 
ter Bobby Sands' election on’ 9 
April flowed directly from the 
kind of election Campaign 
fought = a campaign that stren- 
gthened illusions that vote- 
catching in itself could. be a 
substitute for the urgent need 
for the campaign to make its 
priority the fight to mobilise 
the Irish working class for the 
goal of a General Strike, 


In order to explain our pos- 
ition more clearly on this we 
first need to state the revolu- 
tionary Marxist position on 
Standing in elections and how 
they must be used if the revol- 
utionary socialists are to av- 
-Oid increasing illusions among 
thousands of workers that parl- 
iaments and elections within 
Capitalist states are the means 
Of advancing their struggles 
and achieving their goals, Rev- 
Olutionary Socialist tactics 
flow from the principle that 
these institutions are not gen- 
uine vehicles of democratic 
choice but exist to dupe and 
mislead the masses away from 





"the recognition that only theif 
‘own self-organisation and self- 
activity can be the means of 
advancing and winning their 
struggles, Therefore the IWG's 
criticism of the kind of elect- 
ion campaign fought in Ferman- 
agh-S.Tyrone was that it should 
have been waged not at the exp- 
ense of mobilising mass strug- 
gle in the street and factory 
but so as to provide the plat- 
form to propagandise and agi- 
tate more effectively for these 
actions as the key to victory. 
Whether Bobby Sands had won the 
election or not, the battle to 
mobilise the real and only 
forces that can break Thatcher 
would have been given an enorm- 
ous and vital step forward. 


Alas, the campaign didn't do 
this but instead increasingly 
allowed the opportunist logic 
of votecatching alone to define 
the campaign. To ensure not to 
offend SDLP and IIP and indep- 
endent supporters it claimed 
that voting for Bobby Sands was 


not a political choice - merely 
to "save his life" - and that 
he would resign to allow the 
electorate to make a "real" po- 
litical choice later. Not only 
did this obscure the fact that 
Bobby Sands had spent most of 
his adult life up to this point 
of death fighting for a politi- 
cal belief, but he was prepared 
to die for a political princip- 
le, a principle that the SDLP 
totally abhorred and one that 
verbally the IIP was prepared tb 
acknowledge as long as it did 
not involve the use of massive 
strike action on an extended 
basis to defend it. This logic, 
therefore, led inevitably to 
the campaign calling off mar- 
ches and rallies in Mid-Ulster 
in order to avoid clashes with 
the Paisley-goaded RUC, in or- 
der to avoid “bad publicity" 
for the election campaign. In- 
creasingly the illusion was be- 
ing spread by the campaign that 
somehow a victory for Bobby 
Sands in the election to a seat 
in the temple of Imperial bour- 
geois duplicity and cant was 
worth the price of abandoning 


the struggle in the streets in~ 


the face of threats from the 
RUC and Paisley thugs. The eff- 
@écts of such a tactic could on- 
ly mean deepening the frustra- 
tion of the most militant sect- 
ion of the campaign, the youth, 


For, the youth were never 
convinced that the "mother of 
parliaments" and her poisonous- 
ly ugly brood of MPs, Labour or 
Tory, having for centuries ig- 
nored the Fright of the Irish 
people to self-determination 
were now going to suddenly ack- 
nowledge Bobby Sands' right to 
political status if he won the 
election, It was no surprise 
then that the first serious 
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outbreak of rioting occurred in 
Derry immediately after the 
half-day of action which saw 
little echo in the South anda 
falling off in workers' action 
in the North. Most importantly, 
there was no extended action as 


hoped by the Derry Lefts, and 
it was fast approaching 50 days 
of hunger strike. It was this 
mood of frustration deepened by 
a campaign which continued to 
ignore the reality of police 
and army attacks on it, which 
Called off marches to avoid 
clashes with the RUC who were 
deliberately challenging the 
campaign's mobilisations on the 
streets, which refused to build 
workers! involvement and action 
to give strength to the hope 
that Bobby Sands' life could 
and would be saved that prompt- 
ed the explosion of Dérry's 
youth on the streets. 


The Army and RUC sought ‘to 
provoke the youth further to 
discredit the struggle, and in 
this context the rioting spread 
aimlessly out of control. The 
Army's brutal murder of two 
young men with a  landeyvrover 
showed clearly both their in- 
tentions and their confidence 
that despite their cynical mur- 
der the campaign could not mob- 
ilise workers for extended 
strike action that alone could 
have prevented further rioting 
and set a new and clear line of 
march for the struggle. The 
mistaken perspectives of the 
January and Derry conferences 
have made such action impos- 
sible, 


THE SOUTH 





In the rest of the country 
where the issue had never dev- 
eloped to the same pitch .of 
tension and pressure aS WasS ex- 
perienced in the North, the de- 
cision of the Derry Conference 
was even more disarming. The 
Dublin Trade Union committee, 
whose meetings often failed to 
take place, took more than a 
month to produce a leaflet - 
which was perfectly understand- 
able seeing that it had nothing 
to say to workers, havi @ aban- 
doned the goal of fighting for 
a General Strike and having 
postponed all calls for workers 
action until the seventh week 
of the hunger strike, 


Nothing at all had been 
learnt from the experience of 
the disorganised nature of the 
campaign in Dudlin in the first 
hunger strike, This weakness 
which the IWG had predicted and 
addressed since the beginning 
reached a point of absurdity in 
the course of the second hunger 
Strike. Along with our attempt 
to have the counterproductive 
tactic of the bombing campaign 
debated, out attempt to have 
the building of Councils of 
Action debated was systematic- 


ally ruled out - by dictat of 
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PD's Vincent Doherty from the 
National Committee at the Derry 
Trade Union Conference, by the 
National Committee itself at 
its conferences and in Dublin 
by Sinn Fein's Paddy Bolger 
acting at the request of LWR's 
Paddy Healy. 


Action 





Councils 


Dublin activists were atomi- 
sed into a whole series of loc- 
al Action Groups around the 
city. These were badly co-ord- 
inated through poorly attended 
central meetings. Separate 
groups existed for students and 
youth, The Dublin Trade Union 
Group or "Subcommittee" was in 
turn cut off from these, to the 
point that separate isolated 
sections were not unknown to be 
out on "marches" at different 
points of the city on the same 
day none of them giving a solid 
enough focus for mass mobilisa- 
tion. Criminally wasted were 
the energies of youth but more 
Significantly politically was 
the way this structure suited 
the "strategy" of mere propag- 
anda and protest, lobbying pol- 
iticians and of ‘“individual" 
effort. It stood in the way of 
making workers! action the 
centre of the campaign-and ena- 
bled Sinn Fein to resist the 
demand that all resources be 
put at -the disposal of the 
fight for workers! action - a 
demand expressed loudly at the 
previous November .Trade Union 
conference of 70 activists, a 
demand which the PD and SF 
trade unionists who were supp 
osed topress it with the Nat- 
ional Committee never did, 


Opposing the IWG's attempt 
to address the question of org- 
anisation in January, Healy and 
the LWR also led in having def- 
eated a motion calling for an 
account of what had happened to 
the decisions of the November 


conference, Now in the period 


after January Healy's group 
tightened their control over 
the nominally functioning Dub- 
lin Trade Union group. No-one 
can fault the LWR members for 
lack of energy, sacrifice and 
effort since October after they 
eventually began to call for 
workers! action - four years 
late = but no-one can sympa- 
thise with Healy's wailing at 
the fact that the tiny forces 
of the trotskyist left did not 
burn themselves out with a per- 
spectiveless canvass and lobby- 
ing of the sites and factories 
when the energy of hungreds of 
youth and Sinn Fein members was 
passed over as a force that 
could have powerfully stepped 
up the orientation to organised 
workers, Healy never criticised 
Sinn Fein for non-involvement 
in the Trade Union group though 
their absence was so blatant 
in the first hunger strike that 
even a PD member, 'J. Monaghan, 
had to attack them at the Dub- 
lin meeting on Feb, 15th. AnaG 





‘evén when Sinn Fein's "trade- 
union" organiser Paddy Bolger 
promised after January to get 
their members active in build- 
ing the trade union groups and 
then not only did not do that 


but ceased playing any real 
part inthe campaign's trade 
unon activity Healy still 
carried on venting his spleen 


at the left, the IWG in partic- 
ular, rather than challenge 
Sinn Fein or face up to. the 


disorganisation of the campaign 
overall, 


At the Jan. 25th and Feb, 21 
conferences the IWG argued the 
practical necessity to central- 
ise all of: these forces of wor- 
kers, youth, community organis- 
ations, political groups etc., 
into Action Councils of deleg- 
ates from each section. We ar- 
gued that this method of organ- 


isation could Overcome the 
fragmentation of the campaign 
and the waste of resources in 


refusing to mobilise the youth 
in canvassing and Picketing the 
factories, After the half-day 
of action in the South the full 
logic and consequence of merely 
token protest action by workers 
became increasingly stark as 
Bobby Sands entered the last 
weeks of his life. For having 
deliberately and consciously 
neglected to give any clear d@i- 
rection for action going beyond 
the token half day, any clear 
line of march that could conn- 
ect workers! action in one part 
of the country or city with an- 
other with a view to extend Lt 
as a growing fist of anger and 
power, the trade union committ- 
eeS in mounting desperation at 
the fruits of their Derry deci- 
Sion set about attempting as 
individuals to achieve what as 
political groups they had made 
certain would not and could not 
be done, 


The League for a Workers Re- 
public (a section of the Paris- 
‘based FI-IC) under Paddy Healy 
exemplified this to perfection, 
Having viciously opposed as 
"ultra-left" the IwG's fight to 
give the campaign political di- 
rection - even though Healy had 
himself made a belated but 
short-lived turn to fighting fr 
a General Strike in the first 
hunger strike - the LWR-con- 
trolled Dublin Trade Union conm- 
mittee abandoned all regular 
meetings at the egotistical 
whims of Healy's all-too-vred- 
ictable private crusade to mor- 
alise the workers of Ireland 
into action, He did so all the 
better to conceal his own and 
the LWR's responsibility for 
the roadblock that had been 
built and defended and was 
Still being defended in spite 
Of all his hysterical invoca- 
tions for the People of Ireland 
to act. For the fact is that 
the LWR,SWM and PD still refus- 
ed to go beyond the political 


Eamonn O Dwyer/ Report 


‘In fact Healy open , 


- defeated the LWR warned 


te in the Campaign's 
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limits of the campaign itself, 


‘still refused to call and fight 


for the General Strike, reveal- 
ing that despite the imminent 
death of Bobby Sands they were 
still not prepared to vidlate 
‘the perspectives of the utterly 
bankrupt pan-Catholic National- 
ist bloc of the National Cttee, 
which was determined to main- 
tain at all costs its alliance 
with the Catholic Nationatists 
of the IIP, the clergy, etc, 


To conceal their shameful 
betrayal of revolutionary Trot- 
skyism and their responsibility 
above all to give clear politi- 
cal. leadership in order to pre- 
serve the best militants from 


further demoralisation and a 
sense of defeat the LWR initia- 
ted through Healy a vicious 
Smear Campaign against the IWG, 





H Block Armagh Confere 
Belfast May iOth 


declared 
his sectarian intentions “even. 
before that’ hunger strike began 
when at the January H-Block 
conference he approached a lea- 
ding IWG member and swore he 
would do everything in his pow 
er to have the IWG "branded as 
provocateurs", That he meant by 
this to silence our criticisms 
and political arguments ° was 
made clear at the Dublin Trade 
Union meeting of Feb, 15th held 
to discuss motions for the Tele 
conference, When the IWG tabled 
a series of motions proposing a 
new direction, re-organisation 


and self-defence for the camp-{ 
aigh Healy indignantly pro- 
Claimed that anyone who would 


propose such motions had to be 
a provocateur, Ironically, his 
members supported at least one 
of the same IWG motions! 


What motions they couldn't have 
might 
be ruled out of order in Derry. 
In Derry, with Healy's assis- 
tance the unelected "standing- 
orders" advisor Vincent Doherty 
Of PD ruled out of order to pre- 
vent them being discussed, mot- 
ions which sought to incorpora- 
platform 


mce 2S excluding Sinn Fein", 


when the 


goals such as Ena The. Diplockt 
Courts and others which dately 
have become obligatory in the 
election platforms of any cand- 
dates of the H-Block Campaign - 
an end to the Haughey-Thatcher 
talks and withdrawal of troops 
from the Border, (See agenda of 
arch Conference, nos. 16 & 
bby F 


And the essential reason why 
Healy wanted to Suppress the 
IWG arguments was that his LWR 
believed that Openly arguing a 
strategy counter to that of 
Sinn Fein, the major "partner" 
in what Coulter of the LWR cal- 
led a "United Front", was tant- 
amount to splitting the move- 
ment, was in effect to "put 
conditions on such a united 
‘front that would be interpreted 





That 
Said, Healy and Coulter never- 
theless claimed to believe that 
in a United Front everyone was 
"free to put forward their view 
and (if they like) to act sep- 
arately", The attack on the IWG 
for arguing its views shows 
that the principles of United 
Front action matter nothing to 
the LWR when it comes to defen- 
ding their own opportunist 
tailing of the Provisionals, 


For them "criticism" in what 
they call a United Front is not 
to be openly argued before the 
masses within the Campaign but 
to be put on record only in the 
limited-circulation theoretical 
journals of the left groups, 


Healy, backed by Sinn Fein's 
Paddy Bolger and Pb's Jin Mona- 
ghan, with the silent assist- 
ance of the SWM, orchestrated a- 
campaign of slander claiming 
that the IWG had "done nothing" 
in the second hunger strike, 
This smear reached a crescendo 
of abuse precisely at the point 
campaign's impotence 
Was revealed for all to see, 


For on the death of Bobby Sands 
the H-Block Campaign called on 
‘the workers of Ireland to come 
out in psscbeptrg on the day of 
his funeral, There was no clear 
strike call nor any perspective 
for extended action even though 
Frankie Hughes was also approa- 
ching death, At the trade union 
committee meetings in Dublin 
the IWG argued for the need for 
a clear call for a General 
Strike and again the Centrists 
Of LWR, PD and SWM refused to 
come out for fear of violating 
the "democracy" of the H=-Block 
campaign, while thousands of 
youth on the streets in Dublin 
increasingly sensed that march- 
es round and round Dublin and a 
perspective of more funerals 
were not the stuff of a camp- 
aign leading to victory but to 
‘defeat. 


iWG Alternative 





The IWG repudiate completely 
the attacks upon us. Even when 
these attacks were made openly 
at meetings our right to reply 
was curtailed or completely de- 
nied, As a revolutionary so- 
cialist group we have from the 
beginning of the blanket pro- 
test five years ago not only 
been involved at every major 
conference, every major demon- 
stration, every major agitation 
for strike action, but also we 
have fought in those five years 
in the trade union movement and 
in the campaign for the goal of 
strike action as the central 
weapon of the struggle. AS men- 
bers of the Trade Union Can- 
paign Against Repression (176 = 
'79) in Derry and Galway we or- 
ganised public meetings, dis- 
tributed thousands of leaflets 
round the factories to support 
the building of workers' action 
as the key to victory in H- 
Block, and in Dublin IWG gave 
the lead in TUCAR in organising 
pickets in defence of republic- 
ans and workers victimised by 
repressive legislation, 


Ja 1979 IWG was expelled out 
of the Socialist Labour Party 
because we refused to give up 


our attempt to force that Party- 


and its Dail member Noel Browne 
to come out in favour publicly 
of the H-Block prisoners. In 
contrast the Peoples Democracy 
tendency and the SWM tendency 
both backed down in the face of 
expulsion threats, The LWR ten- 
dency in the SLP had already 
quietly abandoned that struggle 
previously and gone back to the 
Irish Labour Party. 


When the National H-Block 
Committee was first set up ata 
conference in Belfast in Sept, 
'79 Gerry Adams of Sinn Fein 
tabled the resolution which set 
out the basis and orientation 
of the present campaign. AS ag- 
ainst this the IWG members at- 
tending argued for a direct or- 
fentation to organised workers 
as the centre of the movement 
and the fight for their strike 
action as the key weapon. Over 
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a year later, on Jan 25th in 
Dublin the same Gerry Adams 
told the H-Block/Armagh Confer- 
ence after the end of the first 
hunger strike that the prison- 
ers went on hunger strike be- 
cause the campaign had failed 
till then, In that first year 
of the new campaign there were 
three major conferences held - 
in Belfast (Sept. '79), Dublin 
(Oct. '79) and Belfast (June 
'80). At all of these the IWG 
openly argued its criticisms of 
the existing strategy of ‘the 
Campaign and positively argued 
for our alternatives to counter 
the growing sense of apathy and 
stagnation, It was only in May 
and June of 1980 that the Cam- 


‘paign began to allow debate on 


how to involve the trade unions 
but at the June conference 
backed by the SWM, PD and LWR 
the campaign leadership explic- 
itly rejected any call or fight 
for workers! industrial action 
Out of this conference Trade 
Union "subcommittees" were re- 
cognised and set in motion but 
they were strictly limited to 
lobbying and petitioning trade 
union bureaucrats for verbal 
support on a humanitarian basis 
for the 5 demands, At meetings 
of these committees in Derry, 
Belfast and Dublin, and indep- 
endently in Galway, IWG . memb- 
ers continued to fight for wor- 
kers' action as the only way to 
prevent the prisoners having to 
go on hunger strike. Again we 
were opposed principally by the 
LWR and PD who had the silent 
Support of the SWM, all of whom 
preferred to wait for the pris- 
oners to go on hunger strike 
before they would go to ‘the 
working class for action. 


In Dublin during the first 
hunger strike, despite the LWR 
liquidating the formal struc- 
ture of the Trade Union Cttee, 
when it suited them, .IWG took 
part in the factory agitations 
and independently took the ini- 
tiative where H-Block Groups 
would not orient at all to wor- 
kers in Galway. In Derry the 
IWG fought to give the campaign 
political direction. During the 
second hunger strike, with no 
more than token workers action, 
and that too late, as the goal, 
the IWG put its resources ‘into 
agitating through thousands of 
leaflets and pamphlets for the 
re-organisation and re-direct- 
ion of the whole campaign. Was 
not our persistence in fighting 
for that alternative strategy 
an Obligation for comrades who 
take the fight for Political 
Status with the utmost serious- 
ness? 


Adove all the IWG, aS a rev- 
Olutionary socialist organisat- 
ion, took seriously its respon- 
sibility to fight for the poli- 


tical clarity in the campaign: 


which alone could be the basis 
for learning the lessons of 
failure and building a mass 
movement for victory. 


LWR/’s Record 





In contrast to their preten- 
ded record amto their slanders 
the actual record of the LWR 
and Healy throughout the whole 
‘period up to the hunger strikes 
bears considerable scrutiny. 
From the very beginning of the 
H-Block protest and during the 
three years of the Relatives 
Action Committee campaign for 
Political Status, the Healy 
group took a completely sectar- 
ian position on the whole cam- 
paign's mobilisations and conf- 
erences,-The LWR was’ trapped 
within the impotent perspective 
that only through the pressure 
of petitions and lobbies on the 
labour movement bureaucracy 
could the fight against repres- 
Sion be taken forward, 


Healy's group ignored the 
1977 Turf Lodge Conference and 
never intervened with a prog- 
ramme of action that could take 
the masses who looked to the 
RACs out of the cul-de-sac of 
that campaign, This attitude 
still prevailed in the LWR at 
the founding two years later of 
the H-Block Campaign. The LWR 
refused to participate in the 
Green Briar founding conference 
(18 Sept. '79) to argue their 
"strategy". They later descri- 
bed the conference at which 
they observed, selling their 
journal outside, in the follow- 
ing terms (WORKERS REPUBLIC -no. 
77, December '79, page 23): 


"The '‘broadening' of the 
base of the campaign, it 
was clear, was not intended 
to facilitate an anti-imper 
ialist anti-sellout united 
front - in practice it was 
to facilitate an all-class 
all-Catholic alliance", 


"And while Farrell (PD) was 
-given free rein to speak as 
were the Peace People those 
who even dared to suggest 
that the main turn must be 
to the working class were 
ruled out of order", 
(IWG emphasis) 


And who was it "dared to sugg- 
est" this main turn but the IWG 
and the IWG alone - for the -LWR 
dared not argue their fine cri- 
ticisms of the campaign in 
front of its followers while 
the IWG defied physical intimi- 
‘dation to distribute its leaf- 
lets and resolutions and fought 
to turn the conference into a 
genuine democratic debate, 


LWR's brave criticisms three 
months later in WR 77 continue: 


"The conference concluded 
by electing a national cam- 
paign committee...on which 
the PD took up its seat be- 
Side a clergyman (Piaras 0! 
Duill). The 'one-issue' cam 
paign laid the basis for 
collaboration between revo- 
lutionary nationalists and, 
not the working class -and 
its organisations, but its 
proven enemies", 


wae 
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In fact, Healy's alternative in 
their "statement" (p,. 25 of WR 
77) was simply a call for an 
abstract "common front" of the 
Republican and Labour movements 
Which in a sectarian manner 
turned its back on the actual 
struggle and refused to fight 
within the campaign's conferen- 
ces against the strategy ofa 
pan=-Catholic Nationalist Front 
that the LWR claimed was being 
established before their eyes, 
And ina wholly sectarian way 
the LWR instead set about buil- 
ding an LWR front, the Irish 
version of the "International 
Campaign Against Repression" 
(ICAR) whose single preoccupa- 
tion was to collect signatures 


of appeal on issues of repress- 
ion among students and trade 
unionists, Having refused to 
participate with resolutions or 
to make their "criticisms" or 
to vote in the elections at the 
November 1979 H=-Block conferen« 
ce in Dublin - because they saw 
it asa Catholic Nationalist 
Popular Front - they continued 
on their sectarian way to call 
for the abstraction of a Wor- 
kers Conference for Irish Unity 
through the medium of a front 
~ son called the Irish Wor- 
Cr. 


The emergence in spring 1980 
of the H-Block Campaign's Trade 
Union subcommittees started by 
former members of TUCAR (a body 
which the LWR had been instrun- 
ental in destroying in order to 
build their own ICAR front) 
made it possible for Healy to 
opportunistically involve him- 
self for the first time in the 
National Smash H-Block Campaign 
- not to fight for workers! ac- 
tion but to publicise the puff- 
ed up stunt of the ICAR "“inter- 
national delegation" which was 
put together by his interna- 
tional organisation (the OCRFT) 
in Paris under the name of the 
"International Campaign Against 
Repression!', At the same time 
the LWR sought to put ° themsel- 
ves at the centre. of the lobby 
of the ICTU Annual Conference 
in Belfast, a forum in which 
LWR claimed credit for dealing 
"significant" blows against the 
bureaucracy in previous years 
At the 1970 Conference LWR had 
claimed that its front, ' ICAR, 


"based on working class res- 
istance to repression, had 
completely laid bare the 
Support of the whole ICTU 
leadership for the British 
occupation and its torture 
policies" etc. (WR 75, p.9) 


The H-Block lobby of the ICTU 
Conference, failed, when the 
much=boasted resolutions to the 
CTU, which the IWG of course 
Supported but warned against 

relying on, never even reached 
the floor - as IWG had predic- 
ted. IWG participated in the 
lobby with members from DUblin, 
Galway and Belfast and were 
alone in arguing the need for 
strike -action at the public 
meeting held around the lobby 
‘in Belfast. 


_for Political Status. 
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From here on Healy and the 
LWR did a 180 degree turn from 
their criticism of the H-Block 
Campaign as an all -Catholic 
Nationalist front to uneritical 
involvement in the campaign to 
the point of bureaucratically 
controlling the Dublin Trade 
Union H-Block Committee and ac- 
ting viciously as policemen in 
confining debate within the 
limits laid down by the Sinn 
Fein dominated National Commit- 
tee, thus capitulating totally 
in a cowardly way to the per- 
spectives of the "all-class all 
Catholic alliance", 


Richt up to the second week 
of the first hunger strike in 
October 1980 the LWR opposed 
the IWG proposal to put a call 
for workers' industrial action 
into the leaflets of the Dublin 
Trade Union H-Block committee, 
During that hunger strike IWG 
fought in the existing committ- 
ees against those centrists 
who would not call for workers! 
action until after the mass 
stoppage in Derry, and in Derry 
IWG fought against waiting for 
a decision of the Trades Coun- 
cil to ratify such action; in 
Galway the IWG was alone resp- 
onsible for the fight to organ- 
ise workers around the battle 


Unlike 
the LWR and the rest of the 
Left in the campaign we do not 
believe that the prisoners’ 
cause and sacrifice is aided 
by willful political blindness 
no matter how good the inten- 
tions, To those who whine about 
IWG-"arrogance" and "intransi- 
gence" the facts are indisput- 
able that the LWR, SWM PD and 
the Derry Lefts and IRSP are 
responsible for making decision 
after decision that created and 
defended the roadblock of -the 
Sinn Fein dominated Campaign - 
when it was urgently necessary 
to argue and fight for an ‘alt- 
ernative strategy which might 
have prevented the hunger stri- 
kers deaths, By this -vrrecord 
their politics and actions will 
be judged by us as we are glad 
to have our record judged. 


Another 


Centrist 
Somersault 





With the death of Bobby Sands 
it was entirely predictable 
that the opportunistic antennae 
of the centrist Left would re- 
spond to the sharpening mood of 
the masses in the North and 
South, In the first hunger 
strike the LWR had reacted to 
the mass action of the Derry 
workers with the agitational 
call for an Immediate General 
Strike without ever seeing this 
as the centre of a strategy for 
the Campaign made more urgent 


by the hunger strike, a strate- 
gy for which it would be vital- 
ly necessary to go on fighting 
within the Campaign. for at. 
least as long as the hunger 
strikes were to continue, In 
the trough of defeat and disil- 
lusion up to February in the 
campaign, the LWR viciously and 
Slanderously opposed the IWG's 
fight to make this a strategy 
for the campaign. Right up to 
the death of Bobby Sands éand 
for the crucial days afterwards 
the LWR refused to call for and 
opposed any attempt to make the 
Campaign call for the General 
Strike, despite the lying claim 
by Healy's Paris-based "Fourth 
International -~- International 
Committee" which in a special 
executive statement of 15th May 
states; 
"Only the LWR fought when 
Bobby Sands was dying for 
the General Strike of all 
Ireland as the only means to 
prevent new crimes", 


As a matter of fact, in order 
to justify not calling for the 
General Strike before Sands' 
death and throughout the second 
‘hunger strike Healy contrasted 
his supposedly subtle use of 
the slogan to a lying caricat- 
ure of the IWG as always for 5 
years calling for the General 
Strike in the Campaign. IWG 
never raised the slogan in the 
Political Status struggle until 
the first hunger strike and we 
challenge LWR to produce any 
evidence to the contrary. 


In the week of Sands' death 
the Dublin Trade Union Commit- 
tee had three meetings. At the 
Tuesday meeting, the IWG argued 
for the committee to make the 
call for a General Strike, to 
break with the roadblock of the 
Campaign if necessary - a Camp- — 
aign whose call that morning 
after Sands' death was for wor- 
kers to come out for one day to 
honour his funeral. The same 
statement signed by McAliskey 
wagged its finger at the Catho- 
lic Church and Fianna Fail tel- 
ling them they were being given 
“None last chance" to act in 
support of the hunger strikers. 
On the basis that this Tuesday 
meeting was a "practical" meet- 
ing and not concerned with fan- 
tasies (!) about General Strike 
Healy from the chair suppressed 
any discussion and notified the 
meeting that a delegation was 
going to the Dublin Trades 
Council with a resolution to 
act on the funeral day, Thurs- 
day. The rest of the meeting md 
that on Wednesday which heard 
that the Trades Council would 
mot act, were confined to de- 
tailing leafletting of workpla- 
ces for the funeral day march 
with no perspective of any fur- 
ther action mentioned, 


On the day of the funeral a 
demonstration of 9,000 marchers 
heard a series of speeches in 
which there was absolutely neo 
perspective of concrete workers 
action, even though Frankie 


Hughes! death was imminent. In 
attempting to distribute leaf- 
lets calling for General Strike 
Now, before and after the fun- 
eral march during the political 
speeches, the IWG was harrassed 
and stopped by Campaign .stew- 
ards who also explicitly banned 
the carrying of any red banners 
- decisions from a stewards co- 
mmittee which were backed by 
Paddy Healy - as attested by me 
of his own members sent to stop 
another LWR member selling LWR 
literature-.during the speeches. 


But now, the Friday after 
Sands! death the tune was again 
to be changed; the Indefinite 
General Strike was to be raised. 
by the LWR as a necessity and 
as possible if the National Co- 
mmittee of the Campaign would 
call it. As everything we have 
written above has shown nothing 
was more unlikely, for the Cam- 
paign's perspective of building 
the United Nationalist Front 
appeared at this moment to the 
Campaign leaders to be even 
more possible, as the wave of 
public criticism and rebuke of 
Thatcher from Church leaders, 
Fianna Fail spokespersons, res- 
pectable middle class Ireland, 
inevitably increased, To call 
for a General Strike until vic- 
tory at that point would have 
immediately shattered the hopes 
of building an all-class united 
Nationalist alliance, and the 
indispensible work of continu- 
ing to argue with the best mil- 
itants in the campaign for that 
slogan had been ditched by LWR 
and the other centrists since 
December, 


This Friday meeting of the 
Dublin Trade Union Group was 
summoned to prepare resolutions 
for the hastily convened Nat- 
ional H-Block/Armagh Conference 
calculatedly located in Belfast 
the following Sunday. The IWG 
presented its resolutions for 
discussion, resolutions dealing 
with the General Strike, the 
building of Action Councils, on 
defence squads, for Political 
Status to be the explicit goal 
along with the open call for an 

-end to the Diplock Courts and 
for British Troops Out Now; and 
as against the "Nationalist 
Front" which McAliskey pledged 
would be built in the event of 
Sands' death, IWG tabled a mo- 
tion for the building of the 
Anti-Imperialist United Front 
of workers, socialists and Re- 
publicans, Healy conspired 
with Paddy Bolger of the Sinn. 
Fein Trade Union section to get 
him to rule out of order most 


of the IWG motions as being 
outside the writ of the Camp- 
aign even though the conferense 
was called supposedly on the 
basis of democratically decid- 
ing if new perspectives were 
or not necessary. 


‘National Committee, 


. (Bolger used his position as 


a member of the unelected Stan- 


Ging Orders Committee of the 
forthcoming conference to claim 


‘the right to rule out in Dublin 


the motions proposed by IWG - a 
‘(practice that in any union org- 
anisation would set Healy form- 
ing at the mouth if used to hit 
at his democratic rights. Hav- 
ing brought Bolger into the 
meeting to attack the IWG Healy 
then rejected questions as to 
why Bolger did not stay to take 
part in the meeting - as indeed 


he absented himself in general” 
from; trade union meetings of 


the campaign despite claiming 


to be the representative of the . 


trade union sections in the 
Bolger was 
only one of many convenient co- 
options to the National Commit- 
tee over the previous year dur- 
ing which the majority of that 
body had been replaced by coop- 
ted sympathisers of Sinn Fein 
Since the last open election in 
which the voting system guaran= 
teed no representation to mino- 
rities, ) 


In this viciously sectarian 
act of censorship supported by 
SWM and PD (almost no independ- 
ent workers had come to the 
meeting) Healy and Bolger 
lathered their attacks ‘with 
smears against the IWG to which 
IWG was not allowed reply after 
SWM -moved "ryext business" 
Healy boasted that his purpose 
was to ensure that the IWG did 
not get to the microphone in 
the Belfast Conference, In this 
he failed completely as the 
conference itself allowed the 
IWG to directly table and pro- 
pose several of the motions 
that Healy and Bolger lyingly 
Said could not be allowed, 
though even then Bolger saw to 
it that motions on re-organis- 
ing. the campaign and countering 
the Nationalist Front with the 


Anti-Imperialist United Front 
were excluded from the agenda 
in Belfast on the grounds that 
they did not fit in with exist- 
ing policy of the Campaign. In 
this way Sinn Fein ensured that 
whatever the appearances’ the 
plenary Conference would not in 
reality decide the campaign's 
direction or strategy. 


Believing that they had thus 
Silenced the IWG's fight for 
the Indefinite General Strike 
the LWR successfully tabled for 
Belfast a resolution which in 
all but name was the same as 
the IWG's, (The IWG voted for 
it.) In speaking for this reso- 
lution LWR's John Daly had the 
unfortunate task of trying to 
explain why the call was not 
necessary to give the campaign 
the direction he now admitted 
it lacked before Bobby Sands' 
death while it was necessary to 
save Frankie Hughes! life, The 
political and moral lightmind- 
dedness of his argument was 
breathtaking even for an organ- 
isation as politically degener- 
ated as the LWR, 


‘would not have died, 


For Daly was 
in fact saying that the camp- 
aign which he and everyone 
there agreed had come to grief 
precisely at the point where it 
faced its greatest test to save 
Bobby Sands had not needed a 
clear strategy, an unequivocal 
line of march ‘to prevent it 
from coming to grief at that 
moment. Even if Bobby Sands 
could not have been saved that 
strategy and line of march, if 
it had been the basis on which 
the campaign was founded, would 
have been able to mobilise hun- 
dreds of thousands on the 
streets immediately following 
his death and made certain that 
three further hunger strikers 
The LWR 
were in fact arguing that the 
events up till the death of 
Bobby Sands were inevitable; 
only when Sands died and the 
campaign collapsed for lack of 
a strategy could it raise the 
demand for a strategy. Such 
reasoning has more in commor 
with Jesuits or Joe Stalin than 
with Leon Trotsky. 


BELFAST CONFERENCE OF MAY 10TH 


At the Belfast conference it 
was clear that the leadershir 
of the campaign were determined 
to continue with their perspec- 
tive of building the pan-Catho- 
lic Nationalist Front. In his 
address to the conference, 
Gerry Adams of Sinn Fein spoke 
of the need to "integrate 
structurally" the SDLP and 
Fianna Fail elements into the 
bloc, and lamented the silence 
of the Catholic Church leader- 
Ship. He also characteristic- 
ally attacked and caricatured 
those who were calling for the 
mobilisation of the workers for 
the goal of a General Strike, 
claiming as he has done against 
every attempt throughout the 
Campaign's ~ history to make 
strike action its key weapon, 
that such action could only 
take place from within the fac- 
tories, As no strike action had 
occurred before the first Hun- 
ger strike for the simple reas- 
On that Conference after con- 
ference had rejected proposals 
to fight for and call for it, 
it was clear that Sinn Fein op- 
position to the General Strike 
now was entirely. consistent 
with their opposition to any: 
strike action throughout’ the 
campaign from the beginning. 


With no call to the workers 
for action there can be no 
fight for that action, and with 


.no clear goals for action when 


it takes place the only result 
possible was the increasing 
lack of direction, demoralisa- 
tion and passivity from the 
workers in the canpaign, Rather 
than seek to correct this at 
the Conference Adams feared 
that the stepping-up of strike 
action would shatter Sinn Fein, 
the IRSP and PD's hopes of win- 
ning the constitutional nation- 
alists into the bloc aS a Way 
of "pressurising" Haughey. 


As at other H-Block Confer- 
ences, debates on resolutions 
Was restricted to one speaker 
for and one against, two hours 
having been given over to un- 
focussed speeches in a "general 
discussion", The IWG made “the 
error of not moving, as it usu- 
ally did, an alternative proce- 
dure to have the bulk of the 
conference's time devoted to 
debate onthe resolutions as 
the only way to focus on the 
differences of 
tactics contained in contending 
resolutions, Without this basic 
democratic approach permitting 
full discussion of the major 
issues, resolutions moved by 
campaign leaders, where only one 
speaker is allowed against, per- 
mit the "authority" of the mov- 
er to determine the outcome of 
the vote, Even so, with such 
arrangements Adams' resolution 
was only carried by 10 votes 
with 12 abstentions out of a 
total of 240, indicating clear- 
ly the extent of the feeling 
about the campaign reserving 
positions in its leadership for 
bourgeois nationalists who were 
the open enemies of the prison- 
ers at the price of subordinat- 
ing the role of workers to mere 
token protest that would not 
hit at capitalist profits. 


> 


The resolution on the Gener- 
al Strike which was permitted 
by the chairperson, McAliskey, 
to have four speakers each way, 
was defeated, The minority vdt- 
ing for General Strike however, 
was so substantial as to draw 
éxpressions of anxiety in Sinn 
Fein's next paper, and from 
Gerry Foley of PD's internat- 
ional mentor (USFI) writing in 
the bourgeois Magill ~~magazine 
the following wishful explanat- 
ion: 

"The “National Committee's 

strategy came under sustain- 

ed and intense attack from 
advocates of a call for an 
immediate general strike. 

The National Committee posi- 

tion was defended by the 

Northern Sinn Fein leader- 

ship and Peoples Democracy. 

The opposition to it was 

headed by grours such as the 

League for a Workers Repub- 

lic and the Irish Workers! 

Group. However, it also won 

the support of the more en- 

thusiastically anti-politic- 
al followers of Sinn Fein," 
(Magill June 7, p.22 IWG emph.) 


strategy and 
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perspective when they announced 
the calling off of all marches 


and further workers!’ action in 


tended to co-incide with the 
approaching funerals of Hughes 
and the other hunger strikers. 
Having abandoned any clear goal 
for workers! action that could 
give hope and heart to the cam- 
paign it was clear to them that 
rallies and marches in Dublin 
could only lead to the opportu- 
nity for the youth to express 
their anger and hatred by at- 
tempting to attack British pro- 
perty and the Gardai. It was 
also clear to them that they 
could not go on asking workers 
repeatedly to come out for fun- 
erals, for while many were no 
doubt’ prepared to do so they 
also felt that token protests 
that built up no strategy for 
victory would simply lead to 
a declining response. 


In this situation the LWR 
circulated a discussion docum- 
ent entitled "H-Block/Armagh 
Campaign at a Crossroads", sta- 
ting the urgent need for a fun- 
damental reappraisal of the 
Campaign. eee "Nas 5 Bo was clear 
that the old strategy of put- 
ting pressure on Haughey and 
Fianna Fail had failed...it was 
time to change", However when 
we examine precisely what’ the 
LWR's alternative strategy was 
we find that underneath the 
fine talk about the need of the 
Campaign to "mobilise the whole 
of the Irish people to force 
Haughey to act" and that "the 
masses who took to the streets 
are our real guarantors", the 


‘“strategists" of the LWR have 


once again dropped the slogan 
and perspectives of the General 
Strike and completel and un- 
critically fallen in behind the 
Campaign's election tactic in 
the Southern General Election. 


They argue that because the 
hunger strikers are dead, the 
opportunity which did exist, 
following Bobby Sands' death 
and before the others died, to 
call and get a General Strike 
had passed: 

"And so the moment for the 

General Strike had temporar- 

ily passed," 


So, the document of the LWR, 
which simply re-states the ser- 
ious criticisms of the Campaign 
which the IWG had consistently 
made of its lack of clear dir- 
ection since its foundation 
with vicious and bureaucratic 
opposition from the LWR and PD 
and SWM, fails to provide any 
alternative strategy to that of 
the National Committee. 


The truth of LWR's bankrupt- 
cy was starkly evident at the 
recalled National Trade Union 
H=-Block Conference on May 3l. 
There, in response to the clear 
feelings of disgust among work- 
er militants from Drogheda, 
Dundalk and Limerick about the 
Campaign's total lack of a 
strategy, Paddy Healy and John 
Daly of the LWR again excelled 
themselves at convincing people 
that black is white, or in this 
case Green is Red. For Healy 
put forward asa "strategy" a 
call for votes for tandidates 
approved by the Campaign in the 
General Election and when the 
IWG moved an amendment to have 
the election propaganda combine 
this with the call for workers' 
action Healy gave the lead in 
opposing this. He described the 
amendment as "muddying the wat- 
ers", meaning in reality that 
it might be opposed by the Cam-. 
paign leadership and by some of 
the trade union bureaucrats who 
he believed could be persuaded 
to support the call for votes, 
Thus the LWR "tactic" was a to- 
tal abandonment of their own 
document's criticisms of the 
Campaign's lack of a clear 
strategy. It was also a total 
abandonment of the revolution- 
ary Marxist position on all 
bourgeois elections as plat- 
forms both to warn the masses 
of the dangers and illusions of 


putting their hopes in the in- 
stitutions of the capitalist 
State and simultaneously ‘to 
call to action the working mas- 
ses as the "only guarantor" of 
the prisoners, 


While the ~ LWR's’9 document 
says that "only the mass mobil- 
isation of the Irish people can 
win the demand...the military 
campaign is important but it 


NO TO LEINSTER HOUSE 


from 
LWR election 


There are no prisoners standing in this constituency. | arm standing to give you 
a chance to show your support for their demands. The prisoners are fighting for 
a united Ireland, a 32 county parliament, Leinster House has kept Ireland 


divided, it has provided nothing but poverty, repression and unemployment. | 
will not set foot in Leinster House. 


leaflet - no 
call to action. 


The truth was that the large, 
uncritical following standing 
at the back of the hall and who 


DON’T LET THE PRISONERS DIE! 
SHOW THATCHER AND HAUGHEY WHERE YOU STAND! 
WORKERS, YOUTH, UNEMPLOYED, PEOPLE OF ALL PARTIES AND OF 


a a ee 







took their cue from Sinn Fein, 

voted en masse against the call NONE - 

for general strike, VOTE H-BLOCK : VOTE HEALY 
THREE MORE MURDERS. oo Gane 
: ANOTHER TACTICAL SURRENDER YOUR VOTE 
7 eattieey nse ne —=HUNGER 

TO SAVE 
_ BY THE CENTRIST LEFTS tay STRIKE 
. THEIR LIVES DEMANDS 


With the death of Frankie 
Hughes and the clashes with po- 
lice in. Dublin the National H- 
Block Committee was simply fol- 
‘lowing the logic of their whole 


NO PARTY WILL APPEAR ON THE BALLOT PAPER 


_HEALY P.|1_ 











cannot substitute for tne act- 
ion of the working masses", the 
LWR in practice opposed this 
and defended their tactic which 
did substitute for the mobilis- 
ing call to the masses the pure 
electioneering of opportunists 
The LWR justify this as laying 
the basis for future action by 
the masses and the General 
Strike call. The truth is that 
they are simply waiting for the 
approaching crisis of further 
deaths in the H-Blocks to once 
more raise the temperature just 
as they waited for 94 weeks for 
Bobby Sands' death before they 
would raise the call for a Gen- 
eral Strike. 


General 





Elections 


An imminent announcement of 
a General Election in the South 
Was universally expected at the 
time of the special Belfast H- 
Block /Armagh Conference butthe 
National Committee did not take 
up the issue or table any pro- 
posal for debate on election 
tactics, It was an error on the 
part of the IWG not to have 
tried to force the issue open 
from the floor, particularly in 
the light of our previously ar- 
gued position that the Sands! 
election campaign had been used 
to demobilise mass action in 
Lhe 3 of constitutional illus- 
ons. 


The wind of electoralism 
had meantime gained further 
strength in the Campaign by the 
end of May when nominations had 
to be made for the Election, 
The Six County local elections 
had brought success to two PD 
candidates standing on an anti- 
imperialist platform of support 
for the prisoners, 2 seats : for 
the IRSP and 21 for the consti- 
tutional nationalists of the 
IIP who support the peaceful 
protest strategy of the Camp- 
aign. The non-participation by 
Sinn Fein in the May 2lst local 
elections was thus seen by them 
as a mistake afterwards: 


"An opportunity though has 
been lost by republicans to 
make some permanent gains 
from the hunger-strike and 
to establish formal elector- 
al popularity in the eyes of. 
the world." (AP/RN May 30 ) 


Beyond electoral popularity and 
the open declaration of mass 
Support for the prisoners and 
against their enemies - SDLP, 
Fitt, Devlin etc., Sinn Fein 
did not begin to think of the 
elections as a platform from 
which to mobilise and call to 
action, 


When the National H-Block 
Committee faced the question of 
the Southern elections the eff- 
ective control by Provisional 
Sinn Fein and the political 
sectarianism of that organisa- 
tion were fully exposed to the 
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"light of day. Sinn Fein tolera- 
ted the naming of two IRSP pri- 
soners among the 9 nominated 
candidates, They were not for 
contesting it wherever possible 
' because they saw the elect- 
ion solely in terms of the 
level of voting support and not 
as a powerful focus around 
which to mobilise and organise, 


Thus only a few constituencies 
were selected to yield likely 
high results, Sinn Fein opposed 
Standing Bernadette McAliskey 
for fear of her diluting Sinn 
Fein's role as the potential 
focus fo the election tactic, 
and not least because of the 
danger that if elected she 
might take her seat ina Dail 
which the Provisionals as a ma- 
tter of nationalist dogma re- 
fuse to countenance participa- 
tion-in, The National Committee 
quite correctly did not make a 
condition for its candidates to 
be abstentionist but Sinn Fein, 
despite the National Committee 
officially putting up the IRSP 
prisoners too, refused to allow 
its activists to canvass or or- 
ganise for them, most notably 
for Tony O'Hara in Dublin on 
the grounds that the IRSP would 
not promise to abstain from the 
Dail if their candidate. were 
elected and released.: 


In fact.when Rathmines Action 
Group in Dublin proposed to 
discuss canvassing for O'Hara a 
leading Sinn Feiner got up and 
announced that his members were 
leaving the meeting as this was 
not something they could get 
involved in, 


It is a bitter irony that 
Sinn Fein imposed such politic- 
ally sectarian conditions as an 
obstacle to supporting a H- 
Block prisoner and yet could 
canvass for Paddy Healy simply 
because he was an abstentionist 
approved by the H=-Block Commit- 
tee, Several non-prisoners were 
given Campaign approval as long 
as they signed a written pledge 
which included "full support 
for the campaign of the Nation- 
al H-Block/Armagh Committee" as 
well as full support for the 
demands of the prisoners, Of 
those candidates given approval 
in this way three were from the 
self-styled Trotskyists of PD 
and LWR. Sinn Fein only suppor- 
ted LWR's Healy because only 
he was abstentionist in princi- 
ple -a profoundly un-Leninist 
and un-Trotskyist position. But 
none of the PD or LWR candida- 


tes fought for support in the 
action committees of the camp- 
aign! Most remarkably Healy did 
not raise in the Trade Union 
Group National Conference, two 
days before his nomination was 
public, the fact that he inten- 
ded standing as a "trade union- 
ist Against H-Block"; nor did 
he convene any meeting of the 
Dublin H-Block Trade Union 

group to organise support! Not- 
withstanding this and without 
seeing any obstacle in his ad- 
vertising himself as a member 


“of the LWR and of the Fl-=1( 


the IWG offered the support < 
its members in canvassing fc 
him as a HBlock candidateé 
giving out his literature :; 
well as our own in a principles 
way. He rejected the offer o1 
of hand. As one of his membe! 
explained it: "how could we le 
you go round with our literat 
ure giving out your own leafls 
at the same time, especial] 
when it calls for second-pre! 
erence votes for the Labo. 
Party", 


In the Dublin West area tl 
IRSP candidate's supporters hé 
conceded to Sinn Fein's demanc 
that his election literatur 
should not mention the IRSI 
Again here IWG's offer to loy 
ally distribute O'Hara's liter 
ature in any streets we were ¢ 
ked to was refused by Noree 
Byrne and the other organiser 
there because we informed the 
that we would also distribut 
our own leaflet which calle 
for workers! action as well é 
for votes for all the H-Bloc 
candidates. Refusing to accey 


the shoddy deception propose 


to us whereby we could quiet] 
give out both leaflets as lon 
as we gave an official underte 
king not to, for the sake c 
the National Committee, we wen 
to the PD election centre i 
Dublin and asked them to defen 
the United Front principle c 
freedom of propaganda as 

right for all who carried ou 
the common action of the elect 


‘lon tactic. PD's Ann Conwa 
would not say that they woul 
defend this right which the 
were nevertheless in effec 
claiming for themselves by put 
ting up a "Peoples Democracy 
candidate as part of the camr 
aign. When asked to allow I\ 
participate on the same basi 


‘in their canvass she said tha 


for tactical reasons that migh 
not be possible but she woul 
have to refer it to her grou 
and could not guarantee tha 
they would have time to discus 
it but that she would contac 
IWG, Hope that PD might revers 
this refusal of United Fron 
principles evaporated when P 
having refused to make ~ wha 
Should have been an automati 
defence of these principles, di 
not contact IWG, 


PD candidates also were den 
ied Sinn Fein support, The IW 
leaflet distributed in thous 
ands in a canvass of factorie 
called on workers to vote fo 
the prisoner candidate, for th 
LWR candidate and for the P 
candidate, 


As might have been predicte 
from Healy's opposition to th 
IWG amendment to his motion o1 
voting for the H-Block candid. 
ates, Healy's campaign leaflet 
carried no call to action what. 
ever, Needless to say, neithe: 
did the leaflets of PD's tandi-. 
date Vincent Doherty no? (0: 
ri oa the IRSP prisoner candi- 

ate, 
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independent 


Pela «1s 
Conference 


At the May 3lst Trade Union 
Conference IWG fought not only 
to make the strategy of working 
class direct action the focus 
of the election campaign but 
also argued centrally for the 
Trade Union Committees to re- 
ject the restrictions imposed 
by the National Committee, to 
re-launch the fight for workers 
action independently if necess- 
ary, to convene a Conference of 
workers against the H-Blocks 
independently, open to building 
workers committees of struggle 
drawing in and giving a lead to 
other sections especially the 
youth. 





Again LWR gave the lead in 
having this defeated on the 
spurious grounds that it would 
isolate the trade union commit- 
tees and split the Campaign - a 
Campaign which they agreed was 
not serious about workers' ac- 
tion and which was thus an ob- 
stacle and strategically bank- 
rupt,. 


The IWG motion did not prop- 
ose to turn away from the Camp- 
aign in a sectarian way but in- 
cluded a demand for the urgent 
recall of the National Confer- 
ence, IWG movers of the motion 
said that with no guarantee 
that the H=-Block - Conference 
would be recalled even after 
the elections the best way of 
forcing a recall by the Nation- 
al Committee of the H-Block/Ar- 
magh Conference was to go ahead 
with what was now necessary if 
any forces were to be regrouped 
around the only strategy, that 
is, call a conference of wor- 
kers against the H-Blocks on 
the basis of readiness to fight 
independently if necessary for 
the industrial action and the 
goal of a General Strike. Such 
a conference would place the. 
Trade Union Committees in a 
much stronger position to fight 
for the alternative strategy in 
the Campaign. 


The LWR is not opposed to 
the idea as such of conferences 


of workers active in the H- 


Block struggle being held out- 
side the 'jurisdiction' of the 
National Committee which it so 
loyally defends, LWR's own lea- 
flet to the May 31st Trade 
Union Conference actually calls 
for stich a conference - but not 
to build a new campaign for 
Political Status which would 
effectively challenge the disa- 
strous "strategy" of the exist- 
ing Nationalist Front. They 
are calling for a conference of 
workers "For Irish Unity" - the 
same abstract slogan as LWR was 
raising in the first 8 months 
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‘of the H-Block Campaign when it 


remained outside it - to be 
organised in parallel with but 
not in any way challenging the 
existing Campaign. Such a call, 
made in their leaflet on the 
same day as they fought against 
any independent workers confer- 
ence to fight for Political 
Status reveals an opportunist 
sectarian manoeuvre by LWR to 
draw around itself a front of 
workers on a basis that diverts 
from the central immediate task 
of revolutionary socialists in 


the fight for the prisoners!: 


demands and their lives. 


Inasmuch as such a "Confer-= 
ence for Irish Unity" did bring 
together workers on a democrat- 
ically open basis IWG would ar- 
gue in it for the elements of 


our programme focussed on the 


crucial immediate fight for 
Political Status and. testing 
out the the possibility of be- 
ginning to build the basis for 


a new all-Ireland anti-Imperia- 


list Party of Labour on the ba- 
sis of the new anti-imperialist 
layers of workers emerging in 
the course of the H=-Block stru- 
ggle. 


The SWM voted with the LWR 
in rejecting any independent 
call to workers, Despite their 


expressions .of "worry" about. 


the direction of the campaign 
they refuse to characterise the 
wrong strategy of the National 
Committee, refuse to make any 
open and clear criticism of it 
and yet highlight the success 
of the Dundalk workers against 
H-Block organised independently 
of the National Cttee, In the 
eyes of the SWM the problem is 
merely that the Campaign is 
"weak" on organising among wor- 
kers. Having refused to support 


TWGts call for an independently 
organised conference that would 
not hold back till the National 
Committee overcame its "weak- 
ness", and having instead supp- 
orted with LWR and PD a call 
for the National Committee to 
call a conference of workers, 
amonth later in their July 
paper SWM complain: 
"We are still waiting for a 
call for a national confer- 
ence of shop stewards and 
union reps from the leader- 
ship of the campaign." 
(WORKER No, 10 p,.4) 


Final proof of the treachery 
of tailing and holding back for 
a lead from the pan-Catholic 
Nationalist Front leadership in 
calling out workers action (3) 
came in the same week as’ the 
SWM published their impatient 
moan when the National Commit- 
tee predictably refused (on the 
last weekend of June) to agree 
to convene the conferénce. call- 
ed for by the centrists on May 
31st! 


CONCLUSION 


The .Trade Union -Conference 
thus rejected another opportun- 
ity to learn the lessons of 
failure, With SWM and PD sup- 
port the LWR had the IWG resol- 
ution defeated and the meeting 
ended with the appeal to. the 
National Committee to organise 
a special conference for trade 
unionists after the elections 
It wanted a march to the Brit- 
ish Embassy to be suggested to 
the National Committee - to 
"break the political logjam" as 
Healy saw it while he ignored 
the very real questions that 
such a confrontation with the 


police would = raise about de- 
fence - questions. raised very 
graphically by a worker at the 
meeting; and the meeting called 
for another token day of action 
"sometime"! in the future but 
in the meantime opposed any at- 
tempt to call for workers' act- 
jon during the election period. 


Meanwhile, the hunger strike 
continues against a background 
of "initiatives" to find com-. 


‘promises by Churches, Haughey, 


Fitzgerald etc, The electionre 
sult dramatically showed that 

the forces looking for a lead 
in defence of the prisoners are 
powerful if mobilised, and the 
fact that one of the prisoners 
facing death is now a member of 
the Dail, Kieran Doherty (serv- 
ing 22 years in Long Kesh for 
possession of arms), sharpens 
the potential crisis facing the 
Southern State ememies of the 
prisoners, The H-Block Campaign 
in deciding to fight the elec- 
tions did not subordinate the 
election tactic to a clear line 
of march for the Irish working 
class, and the failure to fight 
the election on the basis of 
mobilising and orgamising the 
broad sections whose support 
for the prisoners was so clear- 
ly shown, will be paid for by 
more murders in the prisons or 
capitulation for token reforms. 


While not opposed to days of 
action etc, the IWG remain com- 
pletely and resolutely . opposed 
to the political blindness and 
cowardice of the centrist Left. 
For, they, despite bewailing the 
lack of a clear direction and 
strategy in the Campaign, them- 
selves are the major obstacle to 
developing a clear opposition 
to the leaders of the Campaign 
and an obstacle to the fight 
‘for the alternative strategy of 
mobilising the Irish working 
class majority for the goal of 
a General Strike as the central 
weapon.around which to mobilise 
youth and the communities. 


Only such a strategy can 
guarantee the victory of the 
hunger strikers, 
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The day by day announcements of 
redundancies and closures through- 
out the Six Counties have thrown a 
hundred thousand workers on the 
economic scrap heap in this colonial 
province of British Imperialism already 
the most impoverished area under 
British rule before the 50% increase in 
unemployment of the past year. In 
addition tens of thousands have left 
the North seeking jobs. Yet apart from 
a solitary sit-in by ferry workers there 
has been almost no organised resist- 
ance by the labour and trade union 
movement. Indeed the very capacity 
of workers to defend themselves by 


Strikes, embargoes and pickets is under- 


mined by the Tories’ anti-union laws. 
Official average figures put 
unemployment at over 17% in the 
North. In the Catholic towns of Stra- 
bane, Dungannon and Cookstown the 
rates were officially 34.7%, 32.1% 
and 31.4%. While in Belfast the aver- 
age was “only” 15.5%, Catholic areas 
hovered close to 40% unemployed. 
The refusal of the trade union bureau- 
cracy to mobilise against unemploy- 
ment, and the political bankruptcy 
of the Republican movement (and its 
centrist followers in People’s Demo- 
cracy) when faced with the need to 
to mobilise against redundancies, have 
left nationalist workers in particular 
unwilling to risk their jobs by political 
strikes against British criminalisation 
of anti-imperialist fighters—hence the 
reluctance to come out for more than 
token stoppages during the hunger 
strikes. 


A major factor in the sudden jump 
in an already exceptional rate of 
unemployment was the collapse of 
many limbs of British-based industries 
in the Six Counties. In essence this is 


part of a worldwide crisis of capitalism. 


Britain, because of the archaic nature 


of its means of production relative to 


Japan, Germany and the US, is a 
victim of the present recession in a 
particularly severe way. The “strike of 
investment” by British capitalists 
pending a restoration of “‘acceptable”’ 
profit rates has been accompanied by 
one of the sharpest ever offensives by 
the British bourgeoisie against British 
workers. Taking over from Labour 
which had begun to cut into social 
services, jobs and wages, Thatcher has 
shown a determination on behalf of 
her class which has clearly unnerved 
many of the bourgeoisie itself. 


But if Thatcher’s monetary policies, 
her cuts in subsidy to industry, her 
cuts in social services, her cuts in 
public sector jobs and her smashing up 
and selling off of nationalised property 
have been severe in their effects in 
Britain, in Northern Ireland their 
effects have wreaked havoc. 

This imperialised extension of the 
British economy has suffered the elimi- 
nation of much of its traditional native 
industrial base in the past 25 years. Its 
“share”’ of the post-war boom came 
through its direct access to the now 
stagnant British market and through 


-the attraction to this low-wage area of 


large industrial outposts of British 
chemical and textile giants, through 
elaborate systems of subsidies . The 
North also had a huge growth of 
public sector employment resulting 
from the need to create the physical 
and social conditions for increased 
transnational capitalist investment and 
exploration. It is precisely the system 
of industrial subsidies and the growth 
of public services that Thatcher’s wing 
of the British bourgeoisie has set out 
to reverse. The domino-effect of the 
retrenchment by British capital in 

this client economy underlines with a 
new starkness the artificiality of the 
Northern State. 


In as much as Imperialism, however, 
created the conditions for extracting 
super-profits from low-wage labour in 
the Six Counties, it has also historically 
created the conditions socially which 
make it possible to withdraw its accu- 
mulated loot totally unchallenged by 
the labour movement. For, Imperialism 
had divided the working class move- 
ment between the Protestants who 
held marginal privileges on the basis of 
their loyalty to this reactionary state-- 
let, and the Catholics for whom there 
is no solution to their social oppression 
under Orange rule except through and 
beyond the fight for all-Ireland unity 
and independence. The reactionary 
nature of the Irish trade union bureau- 
cracy is most sharply revealed, there- 
fore, in the crucible of the Six 
Counties. This self-interested caste of 
union brokers could only maintain 
their peaceable bargaining role within 
the capitalist wage system by total 
capitulation to the dominant Orange, 
Unionist, ideology in the North. In 
other words, it could never associate 
with the uprising since 1969 of the 
nationalist population against the 
Northern State. 


BOSSES ATTACKS 


The trade union bureaucracy could 
never tolerate within the organised 
labour movement in the North any 
debate on the national struggle, nor 
in the South any debate of a kind that 


‘might lead to a mandate for action in 


the North. The material interests of 
this pro-imperialist caste in the work- 
ing class, i.e. their own continued 
existence as brokers, lies in the preser- 
vation of the purely formal surface 
unity of the labour movement at all 
costs, hence capitulating to the loyal- 
ism of the majority which in fact 
chains the Protestant working class 
and the whole labour movement to 
their capitalist exploiters. 

However, faced with growing 
economic attacks and setbacks over 
the past five years, what complexion 
was this bureaucracy to wear on the 
face it turned towards the working 
class? It instigated a “campaign” for 
“A Better Life for All” (sic). It roused 
old established and new trades 
councils around occasional demon- 
strations for slogans of “peace, houses 
and jobs”, but even after the 
momentum was spent and the “cam- 
paign”’ a dead letter they continued 
for four years ad nauseum trotting out 
the Better Life Campaign in almost 
every trade union conference as a 
means of silencing those who 
attempted to call the Congress leader- 
ship to account for its record in the 
North, labelling such militants as 
“sectarian” if they insisted on debat- 
ing imperialist repression. In the recent 
period, the more the question of 
political status was raised in the unions, 
the more the slogan of “Support the 
Better Life Campaign” was dusted off 
despite its failure over five years to 
do anything but demobilise workers 
even in the purely economic battles 
for which it was the bureaucrats’ 
panacea. 

In spring 1980, spurred on by the 
call for national “days of action” in 
Britain against Thatcher, the cureau- 
crats of the Northern Ireland Com- 
mittee of the Congress (NIC-ICTU) 
presided over a “mobilisation”’ so 
deliberately half-hearted that it could 
only demoralise those willing to fight 
against the then accelerating redun- 
dancies and Thatcher’s curbs on picket- 
ing rights. Indeed, Catholic workers 
in West Belfast were directed to march 
to the city through a Loyalist area so 
as to intimidate any of them intending 
to carry anti-imperialist placards or 
banners. 








Since then there has not been 
a finger lifted in opposition to the 
savage attacks on the livelihood of 
workers in the North by the bureau- 
crats. Incapable of any effective 
initiative within the North consistent 
with maintaining their own respectable 
role, and turning their backs on any 
solution that would mobilise the all- 
Ireland labour movement to which 
they formally belong, delegates were 
sent by the Northern Committee to 
make empty show of seeking in Lon- 
don the assistance of Len Murray and 
the British TUC bureaucrats, them- 
selves currently presiding over a home 
unemployment rate of 10% or 2% 
million. Murray’s obliging response is 
reported thus: 


**He described the Northern Ireland 
figures as human misery on a scale 
unprecedented since the war. The 
demoralising effect could only 
make reconciliation and recovery 
more difficult, he said.” 

[Irish Times, 28.1.81 ] 


SOUTH—HAUGHEY AND | 
CONGRESS HAND IN HAND 


Charles Haughey’s intervention to get 
employer acceptance of the 1980-81 
National Understanding at extra wage 
“cost” was a ploy to buy time for the 
trade union bureaucracy to deal the 
final blow to the mass tax protests, to 
soften the class for controls on ballots 
and curbs on pickets, and to allow 
unemployment and the propaganda 
offensive to steadily undermine any 
resolve by the unions to stick out for 
full compensation for unrelenting 
price rises. The latter tactic blossomed 
for Haughey when in mid-April the 
cynical pretence of the ICTU that a 
further national wage increase could 
be negotiated on top of the Phase 2 
7% \if inflation over nine months to 
mid-February went over 10%. It hit 
12.7% but the employers pointed out 
that they were only liable to meet the 
unions but that the Agreement 
explicitly “does not impose an obliga- 
tion on employers to negotiate a 
particular level of increase’’ (Part 2; 
no 3), They let it be known that action 
by the unions would breach the Agree- 
ment and jeopardise the bare 7% 
payment. Whereupon the leaders of 
the most powerful mass organisation 
in Irish history referred the matter to 
the Labour Court for a roll of the dice 
in the manner of an aggrieved 
individual who had no other option 
and having no accountability to the . 
700,000 union members. 


The willingness of the majority of 
bosses to pay out the 16% gross wage 
increase and additional social welfare 
contributions was conditional upon a 


new strategy being found to cut wages | 


Expressions of concern and horror 
have not been scarce among trade 
union leaders as a cover for their 
paralysis. Even the fact that the 
Protestant working class has now 
borne a growing share in the increasing 
redundancies has not, apparently so 
far, emboldened the NIC-ICTU to risk 
mobilising against the economic offen- 
sive of Thatcher and her economic 
masters. For, other than mere protest 
in rare marches and meetings, the 
Union leaders, hog-tied as borkers to 
capitalism and imperialism, have no 
answers for workers. 


Neither has the anti-imperialist 
Republican movement which has 
drawn its most stalwart following 
increasingly from Catholic working 
class ghettoes bearing the brunt of the 
recession. For, their petty-bourgeois 
“socialism” despite all their “left” 
talk, has never managed to go beyond 
workers’ cooperatives as a utopian 
answer for the future after British 
withdrawal. They (and their camp 
followers in People’s Democracy 
reflect the same confusion) cannot 


and unproductive spending but it was 
more than possible for them to pass on 
the wage rise as a price rise to their 
markets because of the favourable con- 
junction whereby the Irish pound fell 
rapidly against sterling greatly 
cheapening the price of exports to the 
biggest market for Irish produced 
goods but accelerating the home price 
rises which soon wiped out the wage 
gains. 


For the neo-colonial Southern State 
the export earnings of industry are the 
predominant means whereby the 
exploited labour of Irish workers is 
realised as profits for the capitalists, 
the financiers and their puppet para- 
sites in home-based banking, commerce 
and services. The native client bour- 
geoisie, dangling for decades from the 
strings of British industrial and finan- 
cial capital have had no option but to 
gamble on mortgaging themselves a 
second time over, through the forced- 
pace establishment here of the most 
modern transnational capitalist industry 
from the newsleaders of world imperial- 
ism. But an overall and dramatic 
deepening of the subordination of the 
Irish worker and small farmer to 
imperialism is the one certain conse- 
quence—through the industrialists, 
the financiers and the commercial 
capitalists. Even British retail chains 
have taken an increasing share of the 
Irish home market and directly 
replaced Irish-made basic commodities 
with their own packaged brands pro- 
duced on a larger scale. Hence the 
“Buy Irish’? chauvinism of the bour- 
geoisie and the union bureaucracy has 
become all the more strident and 
desperate. 


reconcile with their nationalist per- 


spective the one key strategy around 
which workers can respond with their 
own class answer to closures and > 
redundancies, namely occupation of 
plant, holding it to ransom and winn- 
ing solidarity to fight for nationalisa- 
tion, making the state bear the cost of 
keeping the jobs, spreading the struggl 
throughout the industry and using the 
newly mobilised power of the workers 
to impose the veto of workers control 
in the nationalised plants, simultan- 
eously opposing any form of compen- 
sation to the former bosses. The fact 
that the State involved would be 
Britain blinds the Republicans to the 
essential nature of such a struggle: it 
is the fight for workers’ power which 
can only end by destroying imperialisr 
and the capitalist state. The lack of 
such a perspective and strategy for 
fighting closures weakens the anti- 
Unionist working class all the more 
when it comes to taking up the fight 
against imperialist repression, for the 
workers are forced to retreat before 
the blackmail of the bosses’ threats to 
their jobs. 


The union bureaucracy preaches 
bourgeois “responsibility” to the 
workers, threatening them with either 
seeking their own interests through th 
interests of the bourgeoisie or else fac: 
starvation. Hence the ugly display of 
national chauvinism by senior leaders 
of the Irish trade union movement in 
media advertisements calling on 
workers to “Buy Irish”, echoing the 
call of every other national bourgeoisi: 
in Europe who wish to divide the 
workers internationally and tie them 
ideologically to “their own’’ bosses. 
The dependence of the native Irish 
bourgeoisie is faithfully mirrored in 
the determination of the trade union 
bureaucracy to contain the action of 
workers so as to peacefully negotiate 
massive rationalisations and layoffs in 
native private and state industry, ie. 
to preserve native Irish capitalism by 
ideologically identifying workers’ 
interests with their bosses’ competitive 
ness. 


But all the experience of workers 
in generation after generation of 
capitalist exploitation and anarchy 
teachers that the only response of the 
bourgeoisie to workers’ “‘sacrifices’’ is 
to ask for more. Hence the raging 
bitterness of workers such as those in 
Galway Concrete who, with bounced 
pay cheques in their pockets, with 
social welfare deductions not paid in 
on their behalf and suddenly made 
redundant without notice, recalled the 
sacrifices they made “‘to keep the 
company going”. The spate of redun- 
dancies in the South which recently 
added 30,000 to the dole queues in a 
year were almost all negotiated by the 
union bureaucracy. Nowhere did the 
union leaders physically resist other 
than to procure better redundancy 


payments. 








The continuing influx of inter- 
national investment has only brought 
about a huge increase in the organic 
composition of capital, vastly 
increased levels of productivity and 
increasing indebtedness to international 
financiers. There has been no net 
increase in industrial employment but 
rather massive rationalisation and 
closures at the expense of workers in 
several sectors. Thus clothing, textiles, 
car assembly, older electricals and 
food industries have suffered. But 
among the native owned industries 
the sharpest crisis is experienced in 
those hit by the recession in agricul- 
ture which constitutes the productive 
base of one-third of exports bringing 
large-scale redundancies especially in 
the meat plants. 

The dictates of imperialist capital- 
ism require absolutely within the EEC 
the cheapening of food in order to 
lower the price of labour power. The 
structure of the Common Agricultural 
Policy price supports continues to be 
necessary however, in a contradictory 
way, for the bourgeoisies of Europe 
to stave off social crisis arising from 
any immiseration of large layers of 
middle and small farmers in areas of 
Europe. While the bourgeoisies of 
Europe consciously seek to eliminate 
such small holdings as archaic relics 
and to increase farm productivity, 
they must make show of supporting 
them by diverting to them finances 
which are a tax upon capital accumu- 
lation in industry—accumulation 
which is simultaneously the only 
means whereby the bouregoisie can 
hope to promise employment to those 
forced off the land. 


The heavy dependence of the 
Southern economy on agriculture for 
export earnings, allied to the propor- 
tionately large layers of small and 
inefficient holdings poses an additional 
problem for the Southern ruling class— 
a problem of financing farm prices 
from year to year and yet of making 
agriculture more productive. The social 
weight of small holders is evident in 
the reluctance of the banks to insist 
on repayments due on the tens of 
millions on loan to ‘developing’ 
farmers unable to meet repayments on 
time in the recent farm recession. The 
powerful large farming class have used 
the plight of the smaller farmers in 
the current crisis of overproduction of 
food, headlong de-stocking of herds 
and falling incomes to successfully 
resist the imposition of any effettive 
taxation on farm incomes and profits. 
Thus the burden of taxation on the 
gross wages and consumer purchases of 
the working class is increased by the 
crisis in agriculture. Meanwhile workers 
also bear directly higher prices for food 
to finance primarily the large farmers 
who cream off the best part of the 
subsidies and price rises. 


Eamonn O Dwyer/Report 
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In the mass tax campaign of workers 
which was sparked by conflict with 
farmers over unequal taxation, the 
petty-bourgeois modernisers of Sinn 
Fein the Workers Party, whose undis- 
guised aim regarding small farmers is 
their elimination just as it is the plan 
of the imperialist bourgeoisie, resisted 
every attempt to propose an alliance 
with the small holders to break the big 
farmer-led bloc, an alliance which 
would champion the need of the 
smallholder for cheap credit, which 
would put the important social weight 
of the smallholders acting in support 
and sympathy with the working class 
above the naive economistic dream of 
capitalist modernisation of farming in 
spite of a growing general crisis of the 
world capitalist order. 

While taxation is low at 33% of 
“Gross National Product” compared 
to 41% average in other EEC countries, 
this is precisely one of the conditions 
of attracting foreign capital. Not only 
do taxes on profits amount to less 
than 5% of total tax revenue but direct 
capital handouts to industry by the 
state amount to over half of the tax 
they paid prior to the new low 10% 
tax rate on native profits. Thus foreign 
and domestic capital and the farmers 
escape taxation but the result is that 
the wage and salary earners pay almost 
90% of all direct taxes and bear the 
brunt, in prices, of most indirect taxes. 
Taxes on workers are deducted before 
wages are paid, but the union bureau- 
cracy, falsely portraying taxes as 
“repaid” in a “social wage’’, continue 
to use gross wage figures as the basis of 
wage claims. The method of deducting 
taxes at even higher rates even within 
the range of workers’ earnings has the 
result of taxing every wage rise at a 


higher rate than the wage. 






from Ross Shipyard occupation at 
victims of legal attacks 


Thus the state will resist any change 
in the tax system and will indeed 
increase taxes on workers because the 
conditions of its mortgage to imperial- 
ism allow only one source of revenue 
for its repayments, the working class. 
For by the end of 1979 government 
debts had accumulated to £5.7 thous- 
and million while GNP was £8.5 
thousand million for the year. The 
interest servicing payments on the 
debts amounted to 7.3% of GNP and 
of every £1 collected in taxes 25p 
was servicing the debts. Eighty-seven 
percent of all direct taxation was paid 
by workers. The Fianna Fail govern- 
ment went on through two further 
annual budgets adding deficits of over 
£500 million per annum and raising 
borrowing by another £3,000 millions. 
Public sector borrowing for 1981 runs 
to 22% of GNP at £2,250 million, yet 
annual growth estimates vary from 
zero to marginal, inflation is running 
at 1 8/%,. the fall in the pound adversely 
affects the amounts repayable to 
foreign creditors, the balance of pay- 
ments deficit is close to £1,300 
million and unemployment has 
increased by 30% in a year. With three- 
quarters of borrowing coming from 
abroad from the same imperialist 
masters who not only expect interest 
but also the continuance of their fax- 
free profits, the lrish working class is 
faced with an inevitable all-out offen- 
sive by the ruling class. 


The most immediate crux for the 
state is to rapidly eliminate the unpro- 
ductive spending of foreign borrowings. 
For the most part this is represented 
by the state spending on public service 
wages and health, education, and 
meagre welfare systems. Added to this 
is the pre-election “commitment” by 
Fianna Fail to subsidise food prices to 
defer the effects of the latest farm 
subsidies jointly with the EEC CAP— 
to the tune of £30 million. On top of 








the National Understanding payments 
large sections of public service workers 
have won special wage increases of the 
order of 10% in two successive years— 
a leader of the Civil Service Executive 
Union went so far as to publicly attack 
the level of rises as too high! Thus one 
of the immediate post-election require- 
ments of the ruling class will be a 
complete freeze on wage rises in the 
public sector. Secondly, spending cuts 
in services, already being implemented 
through recruitment bans, will be 
dramatically increased—with dire 
results for the existing low level of 
services. Meanwhile, in response to the 
continuing armed war against British 


Imperialism in the North the ‘‘security” . 


budget of the Southern State 
continued to outstrip all other public 
spending growth in order to contain 
the war in the North. 

Loss-making services such as trans- 
port are likely to be broken up so as to 
allowprivate capital to cut services, 
raise prices and make a profit at 
workers’ expense. Busworkers union 
leaders, bending under threats of such 
measures were quick to assure the 
government of their willingness to 
cooperate in achieving efficiencies— 
which can only be at the expense of 
jobs and organisation of one of the 
few large coherently organised sections 
of workers. Productive state enter- 
prise requiring new investment is to 
be expanded by involvement of private 
capital in telecommunications etc. In 
the long run such privatisation of state 
property can only reduce the return 
to the Exchequer from state commer- 
cial enterprises and deepen impefialist 
control inasmuch as the new capital 
and technology needed can only be 
supplied by the international corpora- 
tions. 


The attempt, therefore, to freeze 
public sector wages, to cut public 
services and to privatise state property 
while breaking up organised key public 
sector workers will constitute a major 
attack on.the working class. But even 
then the Irish bourgeoisie is far from 
finding a way out of its contradic- 
tions, for state spending in Ireland has 
been a central element in the neo- 
colonial modernisation of the economy 
for imperialist exploitation. There is 
little margin for cuts without under- 
mining the ability of the state to 
service the needs of the multinationals. 

Increasingly, therefore, the Southern 
‘bourgeoisie and Imperialism will be 
impelled to confront the working class 
with far more savage measures to drive 
wages well below the value of labour 
power, measures that ential an attempt 
to destroy the organised trade union 
power of workers. The battles around 
wage restraint, curbs on picketing 
rights, regulation of union ballots, lay- 
offs, de-nationalisation and taxation 
are the immediate testing ground for 
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the militants of the working class in 
which a fighting movement must be 
built to defend the gains of the class 
and spearhead the fight for a working 
class answer to the crisis of capitalism 
—a fighting answer that can have only 
one goal, the smashing of capitalist 
rule in the fight of workers to establish 
their own social and policital power as 
the basis for socialism in Ireland and 
internationally. 


THE ATTACK ON 
THE RIGHT TO STRIKE 


The National Understanding (Septem- 
ber 1980) provides for government 
reform of the 1906 Trades Disputes 
Act without committing them to any’ 
progressive reform but paving the way 
to remove “immunity” from unofficial 
pickets, leaving it open to employers 
to prosecute workers picketing without 
the support of the official union 
license-holders. Subsequently it was 
revealed in the bouregois media that 
R Roberts, ICTU General Secretary, 
admitted to secret discussions with 
Fianna Fail on plans for curbs on 
strikers. 

In the long period of ruling class 
threats to stamp out the unofficial 
strike the bureaucracy have variously 
encouraged such proposals, stayed 
silent or at best recorded their dis- 
taste for the proposed means— 


legislation. This and their studied 


inaction when the army took over 
stricken oil depots (the fifth such 
army action in two years) have 
signalled clearly to Haughey that they 
can be relied upon not to act against 
curbs on the picket. 

Sporadic attempts at factory and 
shipyard occupations in 1980 have 
been systematically attacked by the 
bourgeoisie with court injunctions. 
Not a single union leader was seen to 
lead defiance of those injunctions, yet 
here in germ is the most fundamental 
issue facing the class—whether it is 
prepared to back its just demands with 
the necessary force of solidarity action 
or whether it is to subordinate its 
interests to the threat of police force, 
organised scabbery and the army. 
Despite years of verbal attacks on the 
use of injunctions against workers’ 
action the ICTU bureaucrats, when 
faced with an injunction on their own 
all-out embargo on Talbot’s attempt to 
import assembled cars and wipe out 
90 assembly jobs, meekly capitulated 
to the high court. When the ATGWU 
workers and their General Secretary 
Matt Merrigan persisted with deter- 
mined picketing and the embargo they 
were sentenced to jail. Instead of 
calling out an ATGWU national strike, 
let alone a General Strike, the workers 
were left with no comfort but rhetoric 
and yielded to restrictions on their 
pickets, limiting them to four. Merri- 
gan’s refusal to purge his contempt put 
it up to Talbot to seek his committal 
to prison, but the silence of the ICTU, 


and their attacks on Merrigan behind 
this, gave fair hope to Talbot that the 
might win a war of attrition. 

The supreme court in rejecting 
Merrigan’s appeal against the injuncti 
in effect did more than Haughey and 
Fine Gael hoped by all their threats o 
new laws. It undermined the legal 
immunity of all sympathetic strike 
action! 

The cowardly capitulation of the 
trade union misleaders is not to be 
regarded as a temporary /apse but as 
the very essence of the bureaucracy’s 
outlook. And although workers’ direc 
action can force the union bosses to 
lead defiance of the state, unless it 
pesto that bureaucracy and estab- 

ishes a directly accountable fighting 
leadership, then the class remains in 
constant danger of being sold out by 
misleaders who may well stay at the 
front but only to better head off the 
militancy—as in the tax protests. The’ 
cannot be relied upon to lead defence 
of their own trade unions as independ 
ree class organisations. Neither can th 
ank and-file look for reliable leader- 
ship to the trades councils which, in 
he tax campaign, earned the name of 
efying the ICTU bosses. Where these 
odies do not reflect the most back- 
ard strata of -‘ianna Fail dominated 
workers whose officials would choose 
to call off their May Day parades 
rather than allow political banners as 
in Galway and Limerick, they are 
dominated in Dublin and other east 
coast centres by the political poison 
of SFWP’s stalinised republicanism, 
the cretinism of the Labour Party and 
the treachery of Communist Party 
activists giving left cover to the 
bureaucracy. While the Dublin May 
Day parade which 10,000 workers lef 
their work to attend, heard much 
rhetorical solidarity with the 
threatened Talbot workers and Matt 
Merrigan, it was also treated to the dis 
gusting opportunism of SFWP’s Whel: 
who told the crowd that strike action 
was not the way for workers to oppos 
government policies but rather to 
switch votes away from Fianna Fail if 
they wanted to win their tax demands 
and fight unemployment! Ironically 
SFWP. did not permit Whelan to say 
whom the workers should vote for! 

The transformation of the labour 
and trade union movement, with all it 
existing organs, trades councils, union 
branches, conferences and congress 
and through building new organisatior 
of struggle and solidarity, is thus both 
an organisational and a political 
struggle. It is nothing less than to buil 
a revolutionary rank and file movemer 
on a political programme of class wide 
action to |oppose the bourgeois and 
imperialist offensive. For revolution- 
aries such a perspective can be fully 
carried through only under the lead of 
a growing revolutiuoary workers’ 
Trotskyist party, built among the 
most politically class conscious 
militants in the heat of the struggle. é 


WOMEN'S movemenT 


Over 700 women attended the Liberty 
Hall women’s conference of February 
21st, entitled “Canvassing for Change”’. 
It was convened by the editors of 
“Status” to coincide with the first 
issue of this women’s current affairs 
magazine, a bourgeois “feminist” 
journal. Contrived as part of estab- 
lishing the journal, the conference 

was restricted to the adoption of a 
charter of women’s demands which 
would provide a basis for “monitor- 
ing” how its demands fared in the 
forthcoming election period. In other 
words, its perspective was explicitly 
one of lobbying bourgeois politicians 
and promoting women candidates as 
such. 

Debate was not possible in a con- 
text dominated by platform speakers 
(who included two clergywomen) and 
in which “‘motions”’ invited from the 
floor were not the focus for debate in 
a democratic way. Instead, submitted 
motions were anonymously trimmed 
and composited into a charter of points, 
for voting on, all in a row. Many who 
queued to speak, including IWG, never 
got to the microphone before debate 
was closed. Nowhere was the structure 
of the conference opposed, but more 
importantly, no fight was engaged to 

force a reconvening of the large num- 
bers present on the specific basis of 
hanimering out and organising around 
a programme of action. The [WG 
accepts that this was a failure on its 
part also, for the exceptional size and 
breadth of this conference made it an 
important opportunity to take up 
again the battle to build an organised 
women’s movement. Despite being 
limited by time, the range of issues 
raised from the floor underlined yet 
again the need for a coherent and com- 
prehensive action programme to 
provide fighting answers to all of the 
many aspects of women’s oppression. 
Such a coherent programme has been 
consistently rejected by the Feminist 
Centrists of People’s Democracy 
(USFI section) who have insisted on 
making a principle of single issue 
campaigns. 

Equally, such a programme must be 
posed as a guide which would be 
swivelled towards concentrated proga- 
ganda and agitation around the most 
sharp issues of the day. Centrally for 
revolutionary communists, such a 
programme must focus on the build- 
ing of a working class base and leader- 
ship as the only means whereby a 
mass women’s movement, can while 
leading forward rural and petty- 
bourgeois women, have its roots in the 
only class whose interests can never be 
reconciled with the capitalist system 
which is the root of all women’s 
oppression, the working class. 
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The record of the Centrists of PD, 
tailed in turn by the SWM, has been a 
refusal to fight for a working class 
orientation as central. Thus they have 
zig-zagged between passive charters of 
demands and disjointed single issue 
campaign fronts. In the Feminist 
Federation, whose disappearance Class 
Struggle predicted a year ago, they 
tried to “‘link”’ single issue groups 
without any common action program- 
me; and now they simultaneously 
pursue disjointed single issue campaigns 
and trail along behind a diffiuse 
“charter” orientated conference. 
Instead of their perspective, programme 
and organisational goals flowing from 
an assessment of the objective needs of 
working class and other oppressed 

women, the meanderings of the 
centrists of PD and SWM are nothing 
more than an opportunist accom- 
modation to the non-marxist and anti- 
marxist feminists. As for the LWR, 
Irish section of the Lambertist FI(IC), 
they neither have a political nor an 
organisational orientation to the fight 
against women’s oppression. 

Three years ago those who now 
lead the People’s Democracy resisted 
and obstructed within the Socialist 
Labour Party the IWG’s attempt to 
commit the SLP to call for abortion 
on demand as an important element of 
a programme for women. IWG openly 

stated in forcing the debate that the 


immediate agitational demand for - 
women was contraception on demand 


—the Dail was then debating the Family 
Planning Act—and on that baiss we 
fought for a labour movement based 


campaign. 

The PD had already set up the 
Contraception Action Programme (in 
effect a front of themselves and the 
Family Planning clinics) and saw them- 
selves as the vanguard of the contra- 
ception fight to the extent of sectarian- 
ism that they refused the SLP the right 
to a platform speaker at the CAP 
demonstration of 2.12.78 for which 
the IWG got the SLP to put out a 
mobilising leaflet. From this position 
the PD described the attempt to 
debate abortion in the SLP as a diver- 
sion and as premature—going so far as 
to say so on television! Over the sub- 
sequent two years they kept the CAP 
alive, employing staff to manage sales 
of contraceptives but building no 
movement and refusing to build in the 
labour movement and among working 
class women. 

Finding themselves falling behind 
feminists who were calling for abor- 
tion rights (feminists who make no 
pretence to socialism) the PD used 
the occasion of the British anti-Corrie 
fight as the excuse to change tack and 
declare that at last it was time to raise 
the issue of abortion in Ireland. Thus 


when the issue of legal contraception 
rights was most sharply posed in 
autumn 1980 the PD and SWM were 
actually building the ““Right to Choose 
Group” for abortion to be decriminal- 
ised. While the [WG does not oppose 
the building of a campaign for abortion 
rights, the PD should be reminded that 
it was they who used the “urgency of 
the contraception issue” to try to 
block programmatic debate on abor- 
tion within the SLP! In this light the 
record of their activity on contra- 
ception, in autumn 1980 when the FP 
Act was at last implemented, is a sorry 
one indeed for self-styled revolution- 
aries. 

Firstly, nothing was done by CAP 
between the news in early July of the 
impending enabling of the Act and the 
ministerial announcement on Ist 
August setting a deadline of November 
Ist for the clinics to be vetted and 
licensed. Thus the IWG, on August 6th, 
wrote to all known labour, socialist 
and women’s groups, sending each a 
copy of the mailing list, suggesting a 
meeting for September 10th to defend 
the clinics and defy the Act. CAP did 
not reply but set about persuading 
Trinity College Student Union not to 
sponsor the meeting but to hold off 
for a CAP initiative. By September 
10th there had still been no public 
initiative by CAP which then sent a 
non-PD delegate to the IWG convened 
meeting. PD, SWM, and as always the 

LWR, were absent without acknow- 
ledgement. A joint appeal from that 
meeting to trade union and labour 
women’s organisations was decided 
upon, to be published as an open letter. 
It was cosigned by the CAP delegate 
and sent to the newspapers. A PD 
member then rang the newspapers 
withdrawing the signature of the CAP 
delegate without her consent. It was 
an act of the purest sectarianism 
unmitigated by any shred of political 
objection to the contents of the letter. 

CAP meanwhile had been busy 
inventing a new packaging for itself 
for the new phase of the struggle— 
“Access for All’, billed as a “coordi- 
nating network of all those opposed to 
the Family Planning Act” sponsored 
by bourgeois women’s righters 
Catherine McGuinness and Gemma 
Hussey (of Fine Gael!), Labour's John 
Horgan and Noel Browne, SLP; liberals 
Kadar andiLouise Asmal, John Mulcahy 
and Mary Holland; and trade union 
bureaucrat John Carroll. 

Unhappy with being asked to sub- 
scribe to an already tailored “national 
network” supposedly acting in their 
name, the delegates and activists at the 
launching meeting of “Access for All” 
on September 19th raised serious 
questions and demands to the dis- 
comfort of the organisers. 

Firstly there was sharp criticism of 
the clinics which had decided to 
cooperate with the FP Act. The IWG 
aruged for defiance and non- 





cooperation. Ann Speed.of PD and 
CAP put an end to this discussion with 
a plea for ‘unity’, suggesting that she 
too had criticisms of the clinics which 
she had argued “‘with them’’—but why 
not then argue them openly against 
the action of the clinics, as [WG did 
by mobilising opposition within the 
Galway FP clinic’s membership who 
had not been consulted in its decision 
to apply for a license! As IWG stated 
publicly, the failure to mobilise 
solidarity against the Act early on - 
created the conditions where the 
clinics inevitably cooperated with it 
to save their own necks. PD/CAP’s 
proposed basis for the new “‘Access”’ 


cmapaign did not include any position ~ 


on the clinics, even though those sales 
outlets not cooperating were likely to 
be in immediate need of defence. 
IWG’s proposal was carried to mobilise 
defence around the slogan “Hands Off 
the Clinics”, 

At the meeting [WG argued that 

_“*Access”’ was trying to evade the fight 
for contraception and proposed a 
change in its title and the adoption of 
“contraception on demand” as a goal 
of the campaign. PD led in having this 
narrowly rejected by appealing to the 
most backward arguments, literally 
arguing that such a demand would put 
off and isolate the campaign from 
those women who could not support 
unrestricted access of contraception 
because they were uneasy about young 
people using it—thus spoke Ann Speed, 
leading light of the PD! Despite this 
position on the demands of the cam- 
paign, PD yielded to a change of name 
to “Contraception Access for All” 
which if it means what it says should 
mean nothing less than a fight for 
contraception on demand. [ronically 
the following day \P\ID/CAP were to 

-hold what they called a “‘youth con- 
ference” on contraception! And despite 
Speed’s anxiety about them, none of 
the women at the Access meeting voted 
against the IWG proposal to leaflet the 
National Youth Work Conference (for 
which, in the event, IWG drafted and 
produced the leaflet), 

PD readily accepted an amendment 
on behalf of an SFWP speaker to have 
the resulting committee accommodate 
delegates from any supporting organi- 
sation. However, as with CAP itself, 
despite pretentions to be supported by 
organisations, the resulting committee 
remained dominated by the old CAP/ 
PD membership participating as active 
individuals. Groups such as SFWP, 
supposedly participating, did not use 
their resources (e.g. the weekly Irish 
People) to call for mobilisation. The 
whole campaign quickly lost impetus 
when with PD support the “‘mobilisa- 
tion” which had been mandated for 
November Ist was substituted by an 
indoor exhibition with a raffle for 
condoms, music and pep talks. The 
committee would not even accede to 
IWG’s demand for a serious debate 
session to organise a way forward. 


Clodagh Boyd/ Report | 
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March 10th - Anti-abortion lobby swamps 





Women's Right To Choose meeting 


Less than an hour was provided in the 
whole day for discussion for the large 
numbers attending. 

One other resolution of importance 
was adopted from the IWG—the call 
for an orientation to the labour and 
trade union movement. But just as the 
centrists claimed it was so obvious as 
to need no debate, so also did they 
just as easily discard it completely in 
the ensuing “campaign”’, 

The “Contraception Access for All” 
group quickly became in practice what 
CAP had conceived it to be for all 
along—a committee that had conceded 
defeat in advance in the fight against 
the Act and which would simply 
“‘monitor” and “expose” the workings 
of the Act while hoping for conflict 
between the law and the clinics to 
provide grounds for legal action to 


‘find the Act unconstitutional! Such 


reliance on constitutional legal process 
can contribute nothing to the building 
of a women’s movement committed to 
action for all the demands of women. 
Indeed, it can be the perfect oppor- 
tunity in this case for government to 
use a Critical court ruling on aspects 

of the Act to promise slight liberalising 
reforms but entrenching its fundamen- 
tal restrictiveness. 

However, no matter how “‘ridicu- 
lous” the FP Act may appear to liberals 
the courts have shown in finding 
against homosexual rights that this 
clericalist imperialised and backward 
state knows better than to cast aside 
the blunt cudgels against reform pro- 
vided by the Catholic Church; i.e. the 
Constitution is held to safeguard the 
family morality of the dominant 
Catholic Church over and above the 
claims for democratic rights in the 
area of sexuality. 

In summary, the “method” of PD/ 
CAP under pressure of events has been 
shown to be little different to that of 
the bourgeois “‘feminists”’ of the 
Status magazine and its conference— 
“monitoring” with a view to “canvass- 
ing” but certainly not organising or 
mobilising and most emphatically not 


building the nucleus of a women’s 
movement. 

The fight to build a mass women’s 
movement centred upon and led by 
the working class, remains to be take: 
up. The “Right to Choose” group has 
now become direct target for the 
SPUC/Church anti-woman fanatics. 
Its right to organise and exist must be 
defended. Its stated objective, howev 
inadequate, must be supported critics 
and with the warning that, without 
building a mass women’s movement * 
fight on all the major social and 
economic needs of women, this isola 
campaign will be crushed by the 
weight of clerical inspired bourgeois 
reaction. 

Such a movement, rooted in the 
working class can only be forged 
around the fight for revolutionary 
socialist perspectives which understar 
the political and c/ass nature of the 
tasks in a manner that has nothing in 
common with the false explanations 
offered by the feminism of the Right 
to Choose Group. The latter is well 
illustrated when that group’s pamphle 
supported by PD and SWM, having 
studiously avoided any mention of ci: 
or of women’s oppression in general, 
finally offers the incredible explanati: 
for opposition to abortion: 


“So it’s not surprising that this 
teaching also denies the right to 
choose abortion: it is simply a 
case of men exercising power 
over women” 

[p. 14, IWG’s emphasis ] 


Thus not content with tailing petty- 
bourgeois feminism in action these 
centrists have also adopted feminism 
for their propaganda, Nothing better 
underlines the theoretical and politica 
confusion of centrists and the comple 
absence in their procession of cam- 
paign fronts of any nucleus of organis 
tion capable of hammering out 2 
programme of action that answers the 
needs of women and can be a focus fc 
mobilising them in the class struggle. 
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ZIMBABWE — 
The Capitalist limits of 





The ‘election of a“‘Marxist” in an 
anti-imperialist struggle can,for 
Revolutionary Marxists, be the occ- 
asion: of only momentary celebration 
before calmer assessment of the cha- 
nged conditions of what must be a 
continuing fight for a genuine work- 
ers state. The vilification of Mugabe 
by Rhodesian whites and the media 
of the British ruling class may well 
have helped his campaign, but the 
nature of Mugabe’s marxism and 
that of his petty-bourgeois national- 
ist party - ZANU - was anticipated 
40 years ago by Trotsky: 


* ‘The true character of the Social 
Democracy as a party whose policy 
rested and still rests on imperialist 
exploitation of backward peoples app- 
ears most clearly in the fact that in 
the colonial and semi-colonial count- 
ries the Second International has 
never had any influence. The labour 
bureaucracy of imperialist countries 
feared either consciously or semi- 
consciously to set in motion a move- 
ment in the colonies that might have 
undermined the basis of its own pros- 
perity inthe metropolitan centres. 


It was otherwise with the Comin- 
tern. As a genuinely internationalist 
organisation, it immediately threw 
itself upon the virgin soil of the col- 
onies and thanks to the revolutionary 
programme of Leninism gained import- 
ant influence there. The subsequent 
bourgeois degeneration of the Com- 
intérn transformed its sections in col- 
onial and semi-colonial countries, 
especially in Latin America, into a 
left agency of European and Amer- 
ican imperialism. Parallel with this, a 
change occurred also in the social 
basis of the colonial ““Communist”’ 
parties. Mercilessly plundering its 
Asiatic and African slaves and its 
Latin American semi-slaves, foreign 
capitalism. . .is compelled at present 
in the colonies to feed a thin layer of 
aristocracy - pitiful, pathetic, but 
still an aristocracy amid the universal 
poverty. Stalinism has in recent years 
become the Party of this labour 
“aristocracy” as well as of the “‘left” 
section of the petty-bourgeoisie, the 
office holders in particular. Bourge- 
ois lawyers, journalists, teachers etc, 
adapting themselves to the national 
revolution and exploiting the labour 
organisations to make careers for 
themselves, find in Stalinism the best 
possible ideology . . . 


Revolutionary Nationalisin 


Stalinism - under all its masks - is 
the chief obstacle in the path of the 
liberating struggle of backward and 
oppressed peoples. The problem of 
colonial revolutions has henceforth 
become indissilubly linked with the 
historic mission of the Fourth Inter- 
national.” (From “A Fresh Lesson” 
Writings 38/39, p73). 


Mugabe and his co-leaders in ZANU 
whatever their subjettive attitudes 
may be, are clearly recognisable here. 
Certainly Mugabe’s nauseating ‘moder- 
ation’ in promising in the hour of his 
electoral victory, that there would be 
no nationalisation of industrial ent- 
erprises or mines; that only unused or 
inefficiently used land would be 
taken over and that even in this event 
full compensation would be paid; 
and, most treacherous of all - in the 
light of the fact that ZANU’s own 
guerrilla campaign was launched from 
neighbouring Mozambique - his pro- 
mise to South Africa that he will 
‘not aid Azanian freedom fighters, all 
attest jto the accuracy of Trotsky’s 
characterisation of petty-bourgeois 
nationalism. In a very real sense, 
therefore, the events of Zimbabwe 
are directly relevant to an under- 
standing of the limits of petty- 
bourgeois nationalist movements 
in Ireland. 


The Lancaster house constitution- 
al conference in its very occurence 
was an expression of a strategic sell- 
out by petty-bourgeois nationalism 
of the democratic need of Zimbab- 
wean workers and peasants for a 
sovereign Constituent Assembly, free 
of every veto of imperialism or its 
collaborators, and representative of 
all sections of the masses, whose del- 
iberations would’ be held in open 
session and whose delegates would 
be elected and recallable at will. In 
no way could the crucial and poten- 
tially explosive question of Zimbab- 
wean land ownership have been regu- 
lated to a subordinate position in 
such an assembly - which is exactly 
what happened at Lancaster House. In 
no way could the question of a con- 
stitution for Zimbabwe be resolved in 
such an assembly so as to give the 


‘whites 20% of the seats where they 


are only 4% of the population. In no 
way could such an Assembly have 





been achieved without the self- 
organisation of workers and peasants, 
and without opening up for them 

the whole question of the represent- 
ation of their class interests at the 
level of Government. It was precisely 
to offset anything like this occurring 
that British imperialism organised the 
constitutional conference. 


The Patriotic Front leaders, like 
their equivalents here in the differ- 
ent strands of the Republican move- 
ments, while having to acknowledge 
the desires of their fighters, are mor 
subject to any democratic control. 
Only an anti-imperialist movement 
led by the working class in alliance 
with the peasantry and headed by a 
democratic centralist Revolutionary 
Trotskyist Party could exert the app- 
ropriate democratic control over its 
leaders to prevent such sell-outs. In 
the absence of this the Patriotic 
Front leaders had a blank cheque in 
selling out the democratic needs of 


the masses and straight-jacket ing 
them in a constitution still subject to 
white racist control in the service 

of imperialism. 


WORKERS 

As was.to be expected the sabo- 
tage of the national freedom struggle 
in Zimbabwe epitomised by the Lan- 
caster House Conference has been 
continued despite Mugabe’s massive 
victory in the elections. Clearly, the 
promises of ZANU/PF to the mill- 
ions of land-starved and landless peas- 
ants, as well as the . promises of wage 
increases and a national minimum 
wage for Zimbabwe’s quarter mill- 
ion black industrial workers and 
350,000 black agricultural workers, 
plus Mugabe’s personal standing 
played a major part in his electoral 
victory. The expectations built 
around these promises represent the 
central contradiction in Mugabe’s 
regime as he strives ever more des- 
perately to balance between Zim- 
babwean workers and peasants press- 
ing their own class interests and 
Zimbabwean capitalism and world 
imperialism 


Within weeks of the election ZANU - 
PF had te face a wave of strikes 
from black workers determined to 








translate thepolitical victory into 
class gains. 16,000 workers were in- 
volved in this wave in industries as 
diverse as mines, textiles and shoes. 
ZANU-PF’s Minister-Designate of 
Labour had this to say to the stri- 
kers, “Discipline at work must rem- 
ain part and parcel of the freedom 
we have attained’’; Nyagumbo, 
Minister-Designate of Mines said the 
following: ““We have never promised 
instant pay increases. We said that 
the only way to get results was by 
working hard.” These are the words 
of revolutionary .nationalists every- 
where - no matter how heroic their 
deeds may have been in the guerrilla 
struggle - when workers’ and peasants’ 
interests come into growing con- 
flict with the bourgeois capitalist 
limits of the anti-imperialist revol- 
ution under revolutionary nation- 
alist leadership. One only needs to 
think if Sinn Fein’s attempts during 
the War of Independence to snuff 
out workers’ seizures of land - att- 
empts which were sanctified in De 
Valera’s ““Labour Must Wait”’. 


Although the stick and carrot of 
the ZANU-PF leaders got the strikers 
back to work, in May 1980 a wave of 
strikes shook some of the biggest 
enterprises in Zimbabwe - 9,000 wor- 
kers at Hippo valley estate; 8,000 at 
Trimble estate sugar plantation, 
owned by South African multi- 
nationals; 5,500 at Wankie colliery 
an Anglo-American subsidiary. 


PEASANTS 


At the end of 1976 there were 
680,000 African farmers and 
6,682 whites with the total land 
shred equally, i.e. on average a Euro- 
pean had 100 times as much land as 
a black. What is more, white land 
generally is of a far better quality. 





Only one third of land suitable for 
crops is in the African area. In some 
areas as high as 40% of men under 
30 are landless and women are in 
general excluded from land possess- 
ion. In addition there is the crucial 
direct interest of imperialism in Zim- 
babwean land. In 1963 foreign com- 
panies accounted for 75% of total 
agriculture, corporate profits and 
were responsible for 61% of gross 
capital formation. Since then foreign 
investment in argiculture has increa- 
sed. At present foreign combines have 
total control of sugar production 
and the large citrus estates; and hold 
major interests in tea, coffee, fores- 
try and cattle ranching. Two for- 
eign combines, Lonrho and Liebegs, 
have estates of over 1 million acres. 


Mugabe’s policy since victory is to 
take over (with compensation!) only 
unused or underused land and to 
leave all profitable farms intact. But 
the land-hunger in Zimbabwe will 
not be assuaged, compounded as it 
is by the very high population 
growth of 3.6% in Zimbabwe’s 

6.8 million blacks. As this develops 
Mugabe will have no option but ot 
to use the arsenal of repressive laws 
he has inherited intact from Smith, 
and send in the army. 


In the period ahead workers and 
peasants councils of action must 
be built round these confrontations. 
with the Mugabe regime. Patriotic 
Front forces must be won to cont- 
inue the fight for the full economic 
emancipation of Zimbabwean work- 
ers and peasants, and to fight to build 
genuine soldiers councils ready to 


place their arms and skills under the | 


control of workers’ and peasants‘ 


councils. 





PROGRAMME 





1) These councils must place at the 
centre of their fight the demand for 
truly democratic Constituent Assem 
free from the veto of the white min- 
rity imposed by the Lancaster Hous 
sell-out. 

2) These councils must fight for a 
workers and peasants government 
based on councils of action to rep- 
lace the present racist parliament 
and government. 

3) A key tactic must be the placing 
of their demands on the Mugabe 
government. 

4) They must place the ex propria- 
tion of all Zimbabwean capital, 
native and foreign, at the centre of 
their fight. 

5) They must direct all strikes and 
occupations towards the preparation 
of a general strike , supported by ma 
peasant seaizures of capitalist farms 
native and foreign, leading to an 
armed insurrection to transfer all 
power to workers’ and peasants’ 
councils of action. 

6) Crucial in this fight will be the 
building of joint action with the pov 
erful South African black working 
class. Only this will prevent South 
Africa from drowning in blood any 
workers and peasants inusrrection 

in Zimbabwe. ) 

7) Paramount in all this is the need t 
build a Revolutionary Trotskyist 
Party in Zimbabwe, as part of a new 
International, to lead workers in the 
whole of Southern Africa to the hea 
of the anti-imperialist struggle. The 
aim must be a Southern African Fed 
eration of Workers’ States as a step 
to world socialism. 


Marxists 


On 
War 


A WORKERS POWER 
pamphlet with 4 
key articles - 
archives from 
1915 and the 30s 
plus discussion 
article. 








50p from IWG in- 
cluding postage. 
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POLISH WORKERS NEED A 


POLITICAL REVOLUTION! 


The crisis that has afflicted Poland through the 1970’s is a crisis of a society 
which, while no longer based on capitalist property forms, is blocked in its 
transition to socialism. At every level political power is in the hands of a para- 
sitical bureaucracy. The transformation of production and distribution in the 
direction of socialism — which would mean an immediate and dramatic de- 
crease in inequality, the dissolution of a state bureaucracy separate from and 
set against the productive class and struggle against capitalism on a world 
scale — would spell the end of the privileges and security of this bureaucracy . 
Hence the profound conservatism of this bureaucratic stratum. 

The massive mobilisation of Polish workers in continuing strike waves 
against the corrupt and oppressive Stalinist bureaucracy, while posing a power- 
ful threat to the regime, is itself faced with dangers and weaknesses which 
leave the workers prey to betrayal, division and defeat. In this article the IWG 
examines the events of the Polish workers’ struggle, indicating both the weak- 
ness - strategic, tactical and organisational - which threaten it, and the steps 
vitally necessary to eliminating those weaknesses. 


Despite the power of.the bureau- 
cracy and its repressive apparatus, the 
Polish working class has shown itself 
capable of fighting to deferid itself, 
wringing important temporary concess- 
ions three times in the Seventies alone. 
What is at stake now in the present 
wave of strikes, is no longer the quest- 
ion of living standards or the right to 
free trade unions. It is increasingly 
clear that even the concessions won in 


the last ten months can only be defend- 


ed and guaranteed by the seizure of pol- 
itical power by the organisations that 
have been built by the workers in the 
strikes. 

The potential of planned industrial 
production allowed by the property 
relations of Poland is negated by the 
self interest of the bureaucrats. To | 
maintain their power and control, they 
have to exclude from decision making 


_ the only social force that could make a 


planned economy both more product- 
ive and more responsive to human need 
than is capitalism in the long term — 
the workers themselves. The ‘plans’, 
therefore, are developed ‘blind’ by a 
bureaucracy that plays ne essential role 
in production. 

The result — so evident in the 1970’s 
— has been stagnation and chaos both 
in the realm of production and in the 
realm of distribution. In the Stalinist 
East Europe and nowhere more than in 
Poland, black and grey markets for 
goods exist alongside the tawdry offic- 
ial distribution channels. Not only has 
this meant shortages of essential goods 
for the workers but the bureaucrats con- 
trol of distribution has also meant mass 
ive social inequalities. 

{n Poland, almost empty subsidised 
state meat shops exist alongside com- 
mercial shops selling cuts of meat at 
higher prices to those who can afford 
them. When the Striking workers of 
Radom entered the Party headquarters 


in 1976, they found a special secret 
shop selling choice goods earmarked 
for the local bureaucratic inner circle. 
The family allowances alone of the top 
ranks of the Army and internal police 
network are three times those of the 
workers in Poland. 

In December 1970, the Polish bur- 
eaucracy introduced a 20% increase in 


basic prices and a new productivity-bas- 


ed wages system and lowered the prices 


of some luxury goods! This was answer- 


ed by immediate strikes in Gdansk and 
Szczecin which swept Party chief Go- 
mulka from power. Two months later 
striking textile in Lodz forced the new 
chief, Gierek, to quash the price in- 
creases themselves 

It flows directly from the anti-social- 
ist nature of the bureaucracy that, un- 
able to meet the elementary needs of 
the population, it looked for an alli- 
ance with the Western capitalists. 
Gierek hoped to build up the Polish 
economy by Western loans which 
would be repaid by increasing exports. 


In the short term, this allowed improve- 


ments; by 1976, 43% of machinery in 
Poland’s factories was less than five 
years old and in the same period living 
standards rose more rapidly than at any 
time since the war. 


But the price of the bureaucracy’s at- 


tempt to esicape the consequences of 
their own inability to plan rationally 
and effectively was a soaring foreign 
debt. By 1974, repayments equalled 
13% of foreign earnings — in 1976 over 
100%. Today the bureaucrats’ debts 
have grown to a total of 20 000 million 
US dollars, of which 8 000 million was, 
due for repayment this year. More sign- 
ificantly, the terms of further loans be- 
come stiffer. When a consortium of 
banks lent Gierek £250 million to de- 
velop the copper industry, it insisted 
on access to economic information and 
the right to “demand changes in copper 


export Strategy as necessary”’. In this 
way Western capital now has greater 
access to and control of the Polish eco- 
nomy than do Polish workers, courtesy 
of the Polish Stalinists! 

This solution to the crisis of bureau- 
cratic planning firmly tied the economy 
into the web of Western inflation and 
recession. Inflation has eaten away the 
value of Poland’s hard currency earn- 
ings. Recession means that the Polish 
bureaucrats cannot sell the cars produc- 
ed.in the factory borrowed from Fiat 
or the tractors they borrowed heavily 
from Barclays Bank and Massey Fer- 
guson in order to produce. No exports 
no hard currency to pay off the loans 
It has meant that as the regime found 
itself in conflict with the Polish soack- 
ers, the western capitalists anxiows fre 
their investments, backed Gierek 

In August, the Dresdner Bank Gram 
med up 25 other banks to throw a 
£286 million lifeline to the Polish Stal 
inists. The Financial Times, The Times 
The New York Herald Tribune have all 
urged the Polish workers to exercise re- 
straint and reason!! 


The mounting crisis of Gierek’s 
miracle also has an agricultural dimen- 
sion. In order to create political stabil- 
ity after the strikes of 1956 which 
brought him to power, Gomulka made 
a deal with Poland’s peasants. The dis- 
mantling of state farms has left only 
10% of the land in state hands. The 
rest is farmed in family units averaging 
only 15 acres. Whilst securing political 
stability for the Stalinist bureaucrats - 
in alliance with the Catholic Church 
whose real social roots lie in peasant 
Poland - this NEP-type solution has had 
profound effects on the productive 
capacity of Polish agriculture. 

Such farms cannot meet the needs 
of the Polish economy and from the 
mid-Seventies, agriculture went into de- 
ficit. Between “76 and ‘78 this mounted 
to20 000 million dollars. Although the 
share of the collective farms in the GNP 
increased from 14% to 23% in 1978, 
they cannot provide a basis for a solut- 
ion to the agricultural crisis. The out- 
put and productivity of the collectives 
remains sluggish. Meanwhile the peas- 
ant farmers have become ever more re- 
sistant to state encroachment — be it 
state farms or comprehensive state 
schools! 


URSUS 1980 

The price rises imposed by the Polish 
Government on July Ist was the trigger 
for strike action at the Ursus factory 








which won wage increases for 17 000 
workers there. This sparked off a strike 


- wave which involved 100 000 workers 


within a week, At this stage the strikes 
were mainly localised and economic. 
But local leaders who had negotiated 
the end of the Ursus strike soon were 
unable to contain the wave of action 
and the tendency to rapid generalisat- 
ion. This is something to be expected 
as in the Stalinist states the borderline 
between the economic and political de- 
mands is a narrow one. 

The rigid centralisation of the decis- 
ion-making process on all aspects of 
pricing, distribution and wage levels 
means that struggles over living stand- . 
ards very soon pit the workers in gener- 
al against the central state apparatus. 
Unlike the capitalist system, where the 
anonymous market, theoretically and 
practically out of the bosses control, 
dictates redundancies, price rises or 
wage-cuts, the Stalinist bureaucrats are, 
in the last analysis in control of the 
wages, prices and labour allocation 
which affect Polish workers. They 
stand out clearly as the leading person- 
nel within the state; as the authors of 
the plans which determine wages, pric- 
es, labour allocation, etc. 

As long as the central apparatus 
could contain each dispute as an indi- 
vidual negotiation with local manage- 
ment, they could hope to prevent the 
escalation of the dispute into a direct 
and conscious political struggle between 
the working class and the bureaucracy. 
This proved beyond them. 


LUBLIN 

By July 10th, 17 plants were on 
strike in Lublin having taken a leaf from 
from the Ursus workers’ book. Gierek 
tried to placate the strikers with pro- 


mises of increased family allowances 
next year and at the same time sent in 
troops to scab by distributing strike- 
bound supplies. Then the transport and 
railway workers joined the strike and a 
joint strike committee was formed 
which represented all Lublin workers. 
Strike action soon generalised to the 
issue of social equality — as workers de- 
manded not only that family allow 
ances be increased there and then; but 
that they be put up to the level of the 
security officials — a tidy 300% increase. 
The crying need for independent work- 
ing class organisation was summed up 
by the demand of railway workers for 
the right to strike and for a new trade 
union committee. More and better hous- 
ing was also demanded. These demands 
would be the initial crystallisation 
points of political revolution against 
the Stalinist parasites. As such, these 
demands strike at the heart of bureau- 
cratic power in states modelled on the 
USSR. 
‘A fresh upsurge of the revolution 
in the USSR will undoubtedly begin 
under the banner of the struggle 
against social inequality and politic- 
al oppression. Down with the privi- 
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leges of the bureaucracy! Down with 
Stakhanovism! Down with the 
Soviet aristocracy and its ranks and 
orders! Greater equality of wages 
for all forms of labour! The struggle 
for the freedom of the trade unions 
and the factory committees, for the 
right of assembly, and for freedom 
of the press, will unfold in the 
struggle for the regeneration and 
development of Soviet democracy.” 
(Trotsky, “The Transitional Pro- 
gramme’’) 


It is because these demands pose the 
struggle to destroy the political power 
of the bureaucracy that the Polish re- 
gime has been thrown into deep inter- 
nal crisis ever since the Lublin strike. 

“The Lublin strike wrested wage increas- 
es and little else. Though this gain 
boosted morale, the workers were con- 
scious that the gain would be destroy- 
ed by inflation. The mood at the end 
of the strike was far from one of grate- 
fulness and contentment. 


GDANSK: THE 21 DEMANDS AND 
THE M.K.S. (ie GDANSK SOVIET) 


The Gdansk strike started on August 
14th in the Lenin shipyard over the 
sacking of Ania Walentynowicz — a 
known and trusted fighter for free trade 
trade union rights. The workers raised 
economic demands too. The leaders ne- 
gotiated a deal exclusively for the Len- 
in workers and recommended a return 
to work. Then rank and file workers in 
the yard brought up appeals from 
Gdansk busmen for Gdansk to stay out 
to win demands for the weaker work- 
ers too. A mass meeting said “Yes” to 
this call and threw the deal out. The 
‘strike continued and spread. On Au 
gust 17th delegates from strike commit- 
tees of 24 of the strongest workplaces 
in the Gdansk - Gdynia - Sopot area 
met and formed ain ’ inter-factory strike 
committee which effectively grew into 
an embryonic Soviet. They drew up a 
list of 21 demands — the most import- 
ant of which were : 


1. The right to form a union inde- 
pendent of the Polish Commun- 
ist Party and State and run b 
the rank and file. | 

2. The right to strike - a righti do- 
nied in all the Stalinist states. 

3. An increase in the base pay of 
every worker of 2000 zlotys a 
month - as compensation for re- 
cent price rises. 

4. Full compensation in wages for 
inflation. 

5. An end to repression of persons 
because of personal convictions 
and a freeing of all political 
prisoners. 


The reformist leadership of the 
Gdansk strike, centered on Lech Wale- 
sa, succeeded in restricting workers 
action to occupations. This reflected 
the fear this leadership had of the 
clashes with the Polish security forces 





in the Podssh acres =< tu wont} 
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THE GDANSK AGREEMENT 


The Gdansk strike ended wetliua 
agreement which gave capreusion ir 
major gains wrested fromm the Stull: 
by the occupations. A good gauge at 
the level and limit of the ezine com th 
had by seeing what happemed On ‘te 
above five demands. 

(a) Demand | was conceded — the 
with the restrictions thet & be 
concerned with the “socks ans 
material interests of worken” 
and “not play the role of = pal 
ical party”! Also that it shail 
“not oppose the existing ses. 
of international alliances”. 

(t) Demand 2 was conceded — we 
the rider that the law would “ 
fine the circumstances in whic! 
a can be called and orgam 

(c) Demand 3 was conceded — bw 
to be introduced gradually. “# 
increases to be worked out 
through agreements in indivade 
factories and branches”. 

(d) Demand 4 — the sliding scale « 
wages demand — was not cone 
ed in the agreement butt the fol 
lowing promise was written int 
the agreement — which is bous 
to become a costly embarrasrm 
for the Stalinists “By the end « 
1980', the Government will set 
out the principles of a system « 
compensation for inflation, am 
these principles will be open to 
discussion by the public’. 

(ec) With reference to demand 5, th 
bureaucracy used the diversion 
of investigations, promising rei: 

statement of sacked persons if i 
justice was revealed. Investigati 
ions to be done by the authorit 
ies. 

Given that this agreement allowed 
the bureaucracy to gain time by defe 
ring a whole range of crucial demand 
it was inevitable that the subsequent 
fight would centre in important res 
spects around the fight to enforce it: 
limplementation. 


UPPER SILESIA STRIKES 

Just as the Gdansk agreement was 
being finalised (it was signed on 31 tt 
August, 1980) the miners and engine 
ing workers of Upper Silesia rose, on 
August 28th, in tens of thousands in 
massive strike wave which shook the 
Party leadership to its core. This fore 
Gierek and company into the dilemn 
of using military action against Gdan 
or conceding some basic demands, 





Otherwise a general strike which threat- 
ened would have broken out. On Au- 
gust 29th, 1980, the Polish Bureau of 
the Polish “United Workers Party” (the 
Communist Party) divided 8 - 5 in fav- 
our of military action against the Lenin 
shipyard. Gierek was in the lead for 

this bloody line. However, the security 
and military chiefs refused to sanction 
such action as they could not vouch 

for the loyalty of the police and army — 
a striking proof that the parasitical bur- 
eaucratic caste, which has politically ex- 
propriated the Polish working class, 
rests ultimately on the bombs and bul- 
lets of the soviet armed forces. 


-GIEREK OUT, KANIA IN 
Despite the Gdansk and Silesia up- 
surges the great bulk of the Polish work- 
ers remained cautious and dominated 
by the reformist idea that however 
much they disliked the Government, it 
was a lesser evil when compared with a 
Russian invasion. KOR member, 
Henryk Wyjec, was most likely express- 
ing a very widespread reformist mood 
when he said in an interview: — 
“The threat of Russian tanks on the 
street is a very real one for us and 
for the time being quells all-out re- 
volution. Yet the future is very un- 
clear — it could all blow up. There 
is a problem of not being too radic- 
al as this will precipatate intervent- 
ion. Yet if the workers’ movement 
shows itself to be too weak, the 
Polish bureaucracy will become 
more aggressive. We hope that it is 
possible to find a point of equili- 
brium between us and the Polish 
Government.” (Irish Times, 23/10 
/80) 
Yet the workers wanted a new deal 
— a clean-out of the old corrupt and 
autocratic Party bosses in the regions. 
Gierek therefore, the symbol and pro- 
tector of the latter’s authority, had to 
go. The regime replaced the old leader 
by former police chief Kania — a man 
considered safe by all wings of the bur- 
eaucracy — on September, 6th. The aim 
in putting Kania in the saddle was first- 
ly to preserve the old guard in power 
while cosmetically rémoving a few well 
known faces from the top of the py- 
ramid; secondly to put every admini- 
strative obstacle in the path of the new 
unions and to combine this with mass- 
ive petty harassment, provocation and 
slander. 


THE FOUNDING AND BUILDING 
OF SOLIDARNUSC 

In the first weeks of September mov- 
es were taken throughout Poland to 
found centres of independent unions. 
The depth and scale of the response 
was shown at the national delegate con- 
ference of September 17th at which 
Solidarnosc was founded. Participating 
in the conference were representatives 
from the committees of independent 
unions 
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Three 
million workers were represented. The 
bureaucracy had always made it clear 
that its intention was that the new 
unions should operate only as regional 


« bodies representing particular indust- 


ries at local level. 

The reformist leaders round Walesa 
showed their willingness to obey those 
limits in the role they played on Sep- 
tember 17th. They explicitly rejected 
calls coming from workers in smaller 
towns and industries, and from women 
workers, to form a nationally central- 
ised union movement. Instead they op- 
ted for a loosely based federation of 
local unions with an informal Liaison 
Committee. Though workers’ experien- 
ce of the bureaucratic centralism that 
is part of Stalinism makes acceptance 
of such a loose structure — with local 
autonomy at its core — understandable, 
it will, unless fully and urgently correct- 
ed in the heat of battle, leave workers 
prey to division and manoeuvre on two 
important fronts. Firstly, it will allow 
the Catholic Church to strengthen its 
hold over new union activists — there- 
by putting the Church in a better posi- 
tion to use the Polish working class as 
_a bargaining counter in extracting more 
room for manoeuvre in peddling its 
own reactionary poison . The calls of 
Wyszynski and Pope Paul for restraint, 
order and respect for the ‘national inter 
est’ of Poland indicates that this hold 
will be used more and more as a basic 
weapon to divert workers from over- 
throwing Stalinism in Poland and re- 
placing it by a workers’ state based on 
soviets supported by the small farmers. 
Secondly, it will allow Kania and com- 
pany to play off the stronger groups of 
workers against the weaker — especially 
the millions of workers in small indust- 
ries and towns, and the women work- 
ers — as he pushes forward with his 
austerity plans, 


THE AUTUMN AND WINTER 
CONFRONTATIONS 


During the second half of September 
the Kania regime continued its harass- 
ment of Solidarnose organisers and its 
Stalling tactics on the Gdansk agree- .. 
ment. In response, Solidarnosc’s leaders 
were forced on September 30th to call 
a one-hour General strike unless the 
wage promises of the Gdansk agreemen: 
ment and other similar agreements such 
such as Szczecin and Katowice were 


. given; Solidarnosc was given access to 


the mass media; Government harass- 
ment ceased. Kania and Co whipped up 
a vicious campaign of lies and slander 
against the October 3rd strike call. 
Then the Warsaw district court declar- 
ed 10 of the 44 points in Solidarnosc’s 
Statutes unsatisfactory — especially 
those concerning its national status and 
the absence of any mention of ‘the lead- 
ing role of the party’. The general strike 
of October 3rd — through sadly limit- 





ed to one hour — went ahead and was 
a massive display of Solidarnosc’s mob- 
ilising power. Solidarnosc was swelling 
by tens of thousands daily now and 
claimed six million members. In this 
and similar actions the rank and file of 
the Polish working class were signalling 
that they wanted Solidarnosc to be one 
big nationally centralised democratic 
fighting industrial union — not with- 
Standing the fact that its founding oom- 
ference had opted for 2 loose fedecet 
ion. 

October 3rd showed that Sallaties 
nosc had comsofadzaed ms noid It onal 
not now Se smal erihaar nant 
shed acd the nosine mutes of > oe 
solders tis woulitd ie i ft oe 
peal comic capediv Decome oe wren 
throughout Easter: Eurape ana ‘te 
USSR — the USSR sauites » tite Tutt 
atti works were fesh ip eer" 
memory. Not surpasumgiw the Eceseem 
European Stalimests began 20 clo ap 
their borders to Polish peoulie and Exe 
German and Czech Stalimists led ce 
fight for a camp down: om Salliiiernee 
This was the context im which the Wie 
Saw district court itself wrote imme tte 
Statutes of Solidarnosc 2 clewse sone 
nising the “leading role of the Party” 
If this formula was a S32 wouikz 
have given a carte blanche to the Kunis 
regime to intervene in the union's inter 
nal affairs and to appoint and sack its 
officers. The Solidarnosc leaders reject- 
ed the Warsaw Court’s verdict and ap 
pealed to the Supreme Court. A nation 
al delegate conference of Solidarmose 
called on October 27th decided to call 
a strike alert for November 12th in 
case the Courts did not rule in its fay- 
our. Other demands of the conference 
were; 1. Access to the media 2. Im- 
plementation of the promised wage in- 
creases and 3. Release of the union’s 
presses impounded by the Stalinists. 

On November 2nd, Polish Prime 
Minister Pinkowski conceded Solidar- 
nosc regular access to the media and 
the right to its own weekly paper. De- 
spite this Walesa could not call off the 
strike threat of November 12th — so 
great was the pressure of the masses. 
the result was that the Supreme Court 
was forced to declare in favour of Sol- 
idarnosc’s statues on November 10th. 

The events which led tc the third 
wave of confrontations centered round 
the discovery of a 14-page plan, de- 
vised by the Chief Prosecutor of Poland 
and dated October 30th, which pro- 
posed a round-up of key activists in 
Solidarnosc on charges of anti-social- 
ist activity. This was to be in prepar- 
ation for a political trial which it;was 
hoped would succeed in splitting the 
unions. When police found Solidarnosc 
had a copy of the plan, a printer in 
Solidarnose and a worker in the pro- 


.secutor’s office were arrested. In re- 


sponse, the workers of Warsaw mobil- 


‘ised in a political battle aimied at weak- 


ening the entire hobd of the political 
police. The battle against the political 
police took shape in demands such as, — 
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For the| Socialist Workers Movement , 
(SWM), the League for a Workers Re- | 
public (LWR) and Peoples Democracy (PD), 
the issue of Poland reveals once more the in- 
ability of these groups and their internation- 
al organisations to provide any kind of strat- 
egic understanding of the steps necessary for 
the Polish workers to achieve their immedi- 
ate democratic demands and real power and 
control of society — the only condition for 
achieving and maintaining their demands. 


For the SOCIALIST WORKERS MOVE-— 
MENT -— sister group of the Socialist Workers 
ers Party in Britain — it is all simply a matter of 
er of ‘““Up-the -workers”’ rhetoric, cheerlead- 
ing as usual, but utterly unable to give any 
kind of concrete analysis of what is happen- 
ing and why, The SWM believe that the 
events of Poland are simply a matter of work- 
ers-versus-capitalist exploiters. They cannot 
explain why all of the economic and social 
grievances of the Polish workers, peasants, 
students and intellectuals have simultaneous- 
ly become a political challenge to the power 
system of the Stalinist bureaucracy. If the 
Stalinist bureaucracy were a capitalist ruling 
class exploiting workers’ labour power 
through a market system of commodity pro- 
duction, they would not become the immedi- 
ate and obvious target of political grievance 
and challenge. Lacking completely this basic 
understanding of the Stalinist states and the 
role of the Stalinist bureaucracy, the SWM 
states that a revolutionary party must be 
built. In consequence they presents us with 
what amounts to no more than mere plati- 
tudes about “power” and “socialism”: plati- 
iudes which are of no help to either Polish 
or Irish workers. 


' PEOPLES DEMOCRACY (USF), while 
they hold a more formally correct analysis 
of the nature of the Polish state and econ- 
omy, are reduced to a similar exercise of 
cheerleading while providing no concrete 
analyis of the steps needed by the Polish 
workers to overcome the all-encircling dang- 
ers of Stalinism, Polish nationalism and 
Catholicism. Indeed Peoples Democracy’s 
paper (‘Socialist Republic’ Vol. 4 No 1) seeks 
to present Lech Walesa’s attempt to do a deal 
with the Stalinist bureaucracy via the Cathol- 
ic Church and the Pope as a master tactic 
maintain the “unity of the workers’ move- 
ment.” 

“But the leaders of Solidarity are giving 
themselves time to develop organisational 
strength, and have called on workers to 
avoid strikes for the time being. They 

are determined to maintain unity of the 
movement and to give the bureaucracy 
no pretext for attacking’, (“Socialist Re- 
public, Vol. 4 No 1, page 3) 


PD’s ‘Socialist Republic’ neglects to in- 
form us of just what that “unity ” is ulti- 
mately meant to achieve. Do PD believe that 

| ‘organisational strength” can be separated 
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The Centrists 
on Poland 


from political tactics and strategy? If the 
workers are holding back as a tactic to buy 
time in order to prepare for a massive offen- 
sive for a General Strike, then that could be 
understood (however much we might dis- 
agree with such a tactic as the approach to 
building a General Strike). But that organ- 
isational unity, was achieved by compromis- 
es which are clearly weakening the impetus 
of the struggle as a whole to fuse and focus 
on a General Strike; it is, therefore, an ob- 
stacle which prevents the Polish workers 
from challenging the whole ugly system of 
the Stalinist bureaucracy in Poland and else- 
where. The blind ignorance of that clear and 
essential fact which PD and the USFI exhibit, 
is once more a symptom of their well-known 
‘talent’ for opportunism. 

For PD the struggle in Poland is for demo- 
cratic rights — it stops there, The question 
of political power and the strategy to 
achieve it are all absent from the article by 
Sarah O’Hare, even though the correct recog- 
nition runs all through her article that the 
very existence of the parasitic bureaucracy 
is at stake in the Polish crisis. But as East 
Germany, Hungary and Czechoslovakia have 
tragically shown, unless a revolutionary Trot- 
skyist Party is built on a programme of poli- 
tical revolution prepared for the armed over- 
throw of that bureaucracy, a movemejnt that 
that is “frightened of giving it a pretext for 
using its arms” will end up by losing every- 
thing. 

The LEAGUE FUR A WORKERS REPUR— 
LIC (OCRFI) also recognises in its journal 
“Workers Republic” No. 79 (September/De- 
cember 1980) that the events of Poland and 
the demands of the workers call into quest- 
jon the existence and role of the bureaucrat- 
ic parasites in control of the Polish deform- 
ed workers state. However, in the programme 
of the Parity Committee for the Reconstruct 
ion of the Fourth International to which the 
LWR belongs, it is clear that, like PD and the 
USFI, they see a democratic programme of 
demands as adequate to the tasks facing 
Polish workers and other oppressed layers. 
They state simultaneously that the bureau- 
cracy is aware that the workers want to 
sprastt the state in Poland and are therefore 
determined to prevent the workers from | 
building their own parties, Exactly so. 

But, having expressed the needs of the 
Polish workers’ struggle, around what pro- 
gramme will those needs be actualised as 
instruments and goals of struggle? Around 


‘what strategy for power will the workers’ 
- and soldiers’ councils be re-created to unite 


and arm the workers and peasants, mobilise 
the women and students, and initiate the 
General Strike and insurrection. On all these 
key questions the LWR is silent, informing 
us (the article was written in late August/ 
early September) that the demands raised 
by the Parity Commission are suitable “at 
this stage” 

It is precisely this hopelessly woolly not- 
ion of ‘“‘Stages’’ which defines the centrism 
of both the PD’s and the LWR’s internation- 
al organisations. Such stagism has nothing 
in common with the transitional programme 
and its method elaborated by Trotsky in 
1938. 


a drastic cut in their Ludget; a joint 
commission to investigate their abuse 
of power; the putting on trial of thos 
of them responsible for violence agaii 
st workers in 1970 and 1976; and the 
release of the two imprisoned men ar 
four other political prisoners. 

After the rank and file in Warsaw 
had struck and occupied, the Warsaw 
leaders of Slolidarnosc declared a stat 
of general strike alert from Novembe 
27th. Solidarnosc’s Provisional Liaisc 
Committee in Gdansk backed this up 
Once, however, the Government re- 
leased the two men detained over the 
prosecutor’s plan, Walesa specially 
flown in by plane to act as fire brigac 
man, persuaded the steel workers to 
cancel their plan for a general strike 
against the political police. So keyed 
were the Warsaw workers for taking ; 
decisive step forward that Walesa hac 
to raise the bloody spectre of a Russi 
military intervention in very garish 
colours to stop the general strike. In 
the absence of the leadership of a re- 
volutionary Marxist party fighting fo 
a programme of political revolution 
against the Stalinist bureaucracy, the 
Warsaw workers were disarmed befor 
the following words of Walesa: — 

“I am getting frightened. Re- 
member that this country has an 
army that is capable of moving in 
every where. Those in power are n 
as weak as some people think. The 
have tanks, rockets weapons of all 
sorts. They can put soldiers in the 
factories. We have to know how t 
pull back. Let us stop all strikes, 
drop all wage claims” (Irish Times 
29/11/80) 

The fourth and still ongoing wave 
of confrontations has tended to cent 
round the implementation of the Gd. 
sk Agreement promises. This was to | 
expected — as responses to many of t 
key Gdansk demands — eg the compe 
sation for inflation demand and the ! 
day week demand were promised by 
the end of 1980. The - fight 
around the five-day week promised 
in the Gdansk Agreement 
reached a peak on January 24th wher 
a colossal nine million workers stayed 
away from work in protest against Sa 
urday working. 

The present confrontation threate 
ed to reach a climax on February 3rd 
if the Liaison Committee of Solidar- 
nosc had supported the call of its Wai 
saw branch for a national strike on th 

day to force the full concession of the 
Gdansk promises, This was especially 
so in that elements of the bureaucrac' 
and members of the Sejm (the tame 
Stalinist Polish Parliament), realising 
the cost of implementing the Gdansk 
agreement, are openly calling for its r 
negotiation. However, the Solidarnos« 
leadership, with Walesa at its head, 
counselled restraint and conciliation i 
a “softly, softly” approach to negotia 
ions with the Stalinist bureaucracy 








scheduled for February 3rd, and as a : 
gesture of good faith towards the Stal- 
inist regime,they redoubled their effort 
to isolate strikes to local areas and in 
particular to defuse and demobilise the 
general strike in the southern province! 
of Bielsko Biala which at that stage was 
going into its second week. In the ev- 
ent Walesa proved unable to shift the 
Bielsko Biala workers and the Govern- 
ment broke off negotiations threaten- 
ing to move the Polish Army against 
the strikers to break up meetings and 
occupy factories. Walesa’s response was 
to warn that,“If there is force used 
against Bielsko and communication is 
broken, sit-in Solidarity strikes should 
be organised without new demands.” 
adding that ‘Passive resistence should 
be used to avoid provocation.” (Irish 
Times, 5/2/81) 

The big danger here is that the mass- 
ive anger of the 12 million workers in 
Poland will be frittered away and gradu- 
ally exhausted in an indefinite chain of 
skirmishes which, notwithstanding 
their size and discipline, are predicated 
on the avoidance of an indefinite gener- 
al strike and armed insurrection against 
the Stalinist parasites, and the Russian 
invasion this would inevitably provoke. 
This danger is accentuated in the feder- 
ative structure of Solidarnosc, by the 
grip of the reformist leaders such as 
Walesa and the KOR intellectuals and 
by the influence of the Catholic Church 
Church and Polich nationalism. And 
as Polish workers can in no way mount 
a successful political revolution against 
the Stalinist bureaucracy, except under 
the leadership of a Revolutionary Trot- 
skyist Party — Hungary alone is proof 
of this — it is a danger that can only be 
overcome by building, in the heat of 
battle in the months ahead, a revolut- 
ionary vanguard party armed with the 
Trotskyist programme of general strike 
and armed insurrection against the rul- 
ing bureaucratic caste, and centred 
from the start on winning to its side 

he aidof other East European and 
Russian workers, along with the active 
solidarity of workers every where. 


PART III 


A REVOLUTIONARY STRATEGY 
FOR POLAND 


A decade of heroic struggle in Pol- 
and has created a class conscious van- 
guard of militants and a rich and hero- 
ic tradition of combat. As the strike 
committees of Solidarnosc stand in 
ever-more widespread conflict with 
Kania, the absence of a revolutionary 
communist party armed with a clear 
programme for political revolution and 
an underground network of cadre pre- 
pared to take advantage of any cripp- 
ling of the Stalinist state apparatus is 
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the principal weakness of the Polish 
working class. Only such a party, cent- 
ered in the most class-conscious work- 
ers could give the preparation — organ- 
isational and political — necessary for 
a successful armed insurrection to put 
the power into the hands of the work 
ing class. In their struggle the workers 
have had no shortage of offers of al- 
liance and assistance. One of these is 
the Catholic Church. It is not interest- 
ed in breaking the strangle hold of the 


Stalinists at present, only in proving to — 


them its own indispensibility as a force 
for conservatism and stability in ex- 
change for greater freedom to peddle 
its reactionary, mediaeval message. This 
they can do better as props for Kania 
than alongside victorious striking work- 


_ ers set on destroying all privilege and 


inequality. That is why Cardinal Wys- 
zinski and Bishop Kaczmarek of Gdan- 
sk have called on Polish workers to 
avoid lengthy strikes and bloodshed. 
That is why the Pope | has called for 
restraint, order and respect for Poland’s 
national interest (a euphemism for 

the privileges of the bureaucracy); and 
why, as the struggle reaches a climax, 
he invited Walesa to Rome. 

The hold of Catholicism can prove 
fatal to|Polish workers. In many instan- 
ces since July, Polish workers have ig- 
nored their priests’ call for a return to 
work. But this is not definitive. In the 
period of revolution ahead in Poland, 
the Stalinist bureaucracy will be forced 
to do a new deal with the Catholic hier- 
archy in order to enlist its key support 
in diverting workers from the road of 
political revolution. 

TheiPolish working class cannot en- 
trust its historic goals to the democrat- 
ic intellegentsia. The workers alone can 
confidently take political power, estab- 
lish its full class dictatorship and use it 
to construct socialism through the ex- 
tension of revolution internationally. 
The democratic intellegentsia are pessi- 
mistic about the ability of the workers 
to do more than act as a pressure group 
for democratic rights. Many of them 
see socialism as either a utopia ora 
failed dream. This petty-bourgeois pes- 
simism leads them to reformist or econ- 
omistic conclusions about the struggles 
of Polish workers, Even such a cour- 
ageous fighter for workers’ rights as 
Kuron (of KOR) interviewed bv 


“Rouge” last July expressed the view 
that the dispute was simply a struggle 
Over wages and would remain that way. 


.He predicted that the strike wave 


would end “when workers everywhere 
win their 10 to 15% DEMANDS” add- 
ing that: 

“The only solution is a major re- 
form, self-organisation, but the 
workers aren’t ready for that yet. 
When they go back, faced with new 
difficulties, the working class will 
be stronger, more conscious of what 
it has won. That will be the differ- 
ence”’, 

Kuron repeated a very similar argu- 


‘ment in an article for the London 





Guardian, explicitly excluding struggle 
to destroy the political power of the 
bureaucracy at present: 

“Certainly we shall have to co- 
exist, for a while, with our existing 
totalitarian state and party machine. 
We must assume that it will do 
every thing possible to destroy our 
democratic organisations and to 
undermine our decisions. It will try 
to compromise and corrupt milit- 
ants; it will use intimidation and 
blackmail. We must defend oursel- 
ves and, bit by bit, try to win some 
of the territory occupied by the — 
system.” 


Despite the intentions of Kuron this 
perspective can only lead to a rotten 
compromise with the bureaucracy in 
exchange for concessions from the 
Stalinists which they will claw back — 
as they have done before — once the 
workers movement allows itself to be 
demobilised. 

Equally dangerous/for the Polish 
workers is the diversion of Polish nat- 
ionalism and the tradition of anti-semi- 
tism it spawns. All this current can see 
as the role of independent unions is 
well put in the following quote from 
the statement of the Confederation for 


an Independent Poland of August 21st; 


“Such representative bodies can be- 
come partners for the authorities 
in discussions on productivity and 
pay, which could help save the 
country from chaos”’. 


It is vital that the current of inter- 
nationalism — evidenced in the singing 
of the ‘Internationale’ after the Gdan- 
sk concessions — triumphs over the 
spirit of nationalism witnessed in the 
singing of the national anthem and 


_the flying of the Polish flag as the sym- 


bol of the strike movement. 

It is perfectly true that both the 
economic and political transformation 
of|Poland after the second world war 
was primarily the result of the Russian 
bureaucracy’s forceful imposition of 
the Russian degenerated workers state 
structure on Poland. That transform- 
ation ran counter to the immediate 
pattern and rhythms of the class 
struggle, and served to isolate and de- 
mobilise the most class conscious sect- 
ions of Polish workers. As such it was 
a profoundly counter revolutionary 
transformation. 


But Polish nationalism can have no- 
thing but a harmful effect on the work- 
ers’ fight. Firstly, it can be a tool in 
the hands of those who openly espouse 
a programme for the return of capital- 
ism to Poland — as do the Conf eder- 
ation for an Independent Poland. Se- 
condly, it isolates Polish workers from 
their most important immediate allies 
— the Russian, German, Czech and 
Hungarian workers. Without their aid 
the massive forces of the Russian bur- 
eaucracy can crush even the most hero- 
‘ic and organisationally advanced resist- 
ance — as the events in Hungary in 
1956 show. 






1977 
EXTRACTS OF “GUIDELINES” ISSUED 
BY THE OFFICIAL CENSORSHIP OFFICE 






1. All information about the direct threat 
of industry and the use of chemicals in 
agriculture to human life and health must 
be expunged. 

2. Absolutely no information is to be pub- 
lished concerning the Katowice mine dis- 
asters in which four miners lost their lives. 

3. It is forbidden to publish any informat- 
ion whatever about the sale of Polish 
meat to the USSR. 

4, Information concerning Poland's pur- 
chase of licences from capitalist count- 
ries is to be eliminated from the mass 
media. 

5. There should be no criticism of decisions . 
made about wages or of social policies 
currently pursued. 

6. No information is to be released about 
the bribery affair in Sandomierz. 

7. Until verified, no information should be 
released on General Amin’s speech, in 
which the erection of a monument to 
Adolf Hitler in Uganda was announced. 

8. There must be no publication of inform- 
ation concerning possible limitations on 
the freedom of ation of communist 
Parties or their leaders in Egypt, Algeria, 
the Sudan, Iraq, Libya and Syria. 

9. No information should be published con- 
cerning possible trade with Rhodesia and 
South Africa, or contacts between Polish 
institutions and South Africa. 

10. Publication is not permitted of any ex- 
Pression of sympathy with Eritrean liber- 
ation movements in Ethiopia. 

11.States with which Poland maintains dip- 
lomatic relations should not be referred 
to as military dictatorships or called oth- 
er names such as gorillas or military junta. 
This rule does not apply to Chile, Para ° 
guay, Guetemala and the Dominican 

Republic. 













































Thirdly, the Polish bureau- 
cracy itself can use nationalist dema, 
gogy to mislead workers — concent- 
rating on the ‘national crisis’ which 
workers and bureaucrats have a supp- 

_ osed common interest in solving. Four- 
thly, the Catholic church is very adept 
at using nationalist demagogy to insinu- 
ate itself into the labouring masses and 
strengthen its bargaining power. As in 
Ireland it uses this bargaining power to 
divert every genuine struggle for nation- 
al freedom. Its power to do this has 
been given an enormous boost by the 
ascenscion of a ‘Polish patriot’ to the 
Papacy. 


WOMEN’S 
EMANCIPATION 


Finally, as Trotsky pointed out in 
the “Revolution Betrayed’, women 
were one of the worst victims of the 
degeneration of the workers state in 
Russia presided over by the Stalinist 
bureaucracy. When workers states mo- 
delled on Russia were imposed by force 
in the counter-revolutionary expansion 
of Stalinist rule into Eastern Europe 
after the war, the counter revolution 
that Stalinism represented for women’s 
emancipation, was exported there too. 


This was compounded in Poland by 
the massive popular power of the Cat- 
holic Church. The effects of these fact- 


ors have deeply insinuated themselves 


into the present-day Polish proletariat. 
And this explains, at least partially, 


why in the strike waves and occupat- 


ions since July no prominence has 
been given to issues specific to women. 
The fact that in the 21 demands of the 


Gdansk MKS (Soviet), the only one 
specific to working women is Number 


18; “‘Paid maternity leave for three 
years’’ speaks volumes; as does de- 
mand Number Six of the Szczecin 
Agreement, “Women with babies may 
Stay at home for three years, as under 
present law but will be compensated 
during the entire period”. 

A revolutionary Trotskyist party 
would have to oppose such demands, 
not because of opposition to mater- 


nity leave, but because the essence of 


these two particular demands is to 


maroon women in the home, out of 


the workforce, in order to strengthen 
the role of the family and through it the 
the ideological power of the Catholic 
Church and Stalinism. This means that 
we see a set of concrete demands spec- 
ific to working women — proletarian 
and small farmer women — as a crucial 
part of a concrete programme for pol- 
itical revolution in Poland against the 
Stalinist bureaucracy. These demands, 
by breaking women from the grip of the 
the Church have also a key role in 
undermining its use as one of the 
trump cards in the hands of the Stalin 
ist, 

In the struggle to seize political 
power, the Polish working class must 


_be broken — through the leadership of 


a revolutionary Trotskyist Party — 
from these false friends. Failure to do 
this will mean a serious defeat for the 
workers at the hands of the Stalinist 
bureaucracy. 

* Fora revolutionary TrotskyistParty 
in Poland. 

* For an indefinite General Strike 
now to force full implementation 
of the Gdansk agreement. 

* For the building of workplace strike 
committees in every workplace in 
Poland to deliver the general strike 

. and for their linking through dele- 
gates to form Soviets. 

* Prepare an armed insurrection to 
oust the bureaucracy and to estab- 
lish workers council power in an in- 
dependent Polish Workers’ State. 


* For the building of soldiers’ soviets 


in the Polish Army and for active 
fraternisation of striking workers 
and small farmers with Polish Army 
soldiers. 


™ For the defense of Strikers, workers’ 


committees and small farmers’ agit- 
ations by an armed workers’ militia. 
Extend the independent trade un- 
ions and small farmers’ unions to en- 
compass all Polish workers and small 
farmers; for women’s caucus rights 
in Solidarnosc. 


* Free all political prisoners now. 


_* Open the media to the workers’ 


mittees. Let the workers speak ot 
not the bureaucrats. For workers 
control of the media to include fi 
rights for workers and small farm 
to reply in their own words and i 
equal time to attacks by beaucrat 
or the church hierarchy. 

* Open the accounts of the econor 
centrally and locally to workers’ 
elected representatives and truste 

* Open the materials of Polish secre 
diplomacy to worker representati 

[The significance of this in educatin; 

workers on the counter-revolutionar 

politics of Stalinism stands out from 
the “Guidelines for the Official Cens: 
ship Office’ of Poland published by 

KOR in November 1977 

* Close the special shops. 

* Support for small farmers genuine 
demands, 

* Equal pay for women for work of 
equal value. 

* Equal access for women to all job: 
training and professions. 

* Free and legal contraception and 
abortion on demand. 

* Free and legal divorce at the con- 
sent of one partner. 

* For an immediate national crash 
programme of nursery building — 
So as to make nurseries open at 
times to suit women workers and 
available to all. 

* Fully paid maternity and paternity 
leave for three months. 

* Down with the Stalinists Duma — 
the Polish Sejm (Parliament) — All 
power to the workers’ strike com- 
mittees. 


A republic based on these commit- 
tees — growing over into Soviets — 
would revise the economy from top t 
bottom to meet the needs of Polish 
workers and small farmers and to im- 
nose workers’ management of the eco 
omy in alliance with working farmers. 
It would put distribution and Pricing 
in the hands of elected and recallable 
consumers co-operatives. It would pro 
vide credit and technology to make 
possible the rapid and voluntary coope 
ativisation of agriculture — without 
any need for the Stalinist policy of en- 
forced collectivisation. It would can- 
cel the crippling debts the bureaucracy 
has taken on and call on the workers 
in Eastern Europen and Russia and 
the capitalist world to meet any con- 
sequent blockade by imperialism or 
Stalinism. It would declare a policy of 
defence of the USSR against imperial- 
ist attack while breaking Soviet Poland 
from the Warsaw pact — which isa 
tool of counter-revolutionary, Stalinist 
diplomacy. It would abolish the secret 
police and standing army — replacing 
them with a workers’ militia and sol- 
diers’ soviets. It would concede all genu 
ine demands of Poland’s small farmers, 
in the context of winning them to the 
support of an independent Soviet 


Poland. 
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